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Soott,  Thomas  J.  Alsbury 2 

Cedle  Compare 1 

Dent,  Vantlne  &  Co 1 

Shorter,  Bichard  Tarvin,  heirs  of 1 

Woodson,  Georgia  and  Alabama  claims 1 

Kerr,  Brierly  &  Co 6 

M.  M.  Marmaduke  and  others ...... . ..  2 

InspectorB,  local  board  of,  at  New  Albany.......... ..  2 

district  of  Napoleon,  Arkansas 2 

Inralid  Pensions,  Committee  on— 

Anderson,  Isaac  Allen 5 

Beuben  Apperson 2 

Anthony  Walter  Bayard... ^ 2 

George  W.  Bean....... 6 

Samuel  Boynton  ... . . .  5 

Sarah  Brown  and  Mary  F.  P^ker . . . ....  5 

William  Bullock 2 

William  Bums 6 

Francis  Carver 2 

Bobert  W.  Caulk - 2 

Farley  F.  Coon --.-  5 

Lucinda  £.  Cureton  and  other  children  of  Captain  John 

Cureton,  of  Georgia 2 

George  D.  Dillon,  of  Penn.,  and  Geo.  Weaver  of  N.  Y 2 

Joseph  Drake,  of  Indiana............. ...••• 2 

Thomas  Floyd 2 

Wright  Fore 2 

James  Fuller 2 

Archibald  A.  Gibson  and  three  others 5 

Thomas  Glasgow ^ 6 

Wyatt  Griffith 2 

Michael  O'Brien 6 

Timothy  O'Keeflfee 1 

John  Paogbum .- . ....  2 

Evelina  Porter 2 

Simon  Record .. ........ .  5 

Micajah  Ricketts.. .  5 

Ephraim  Sharp.... 2 

Silas  Stephens 2 

William  B.  Tompkins 6 

WUliam  Wells 2 

William  Woolsey,  of  Alabama 2 

Beriah  Wright 2 

William  Wright 6 

Benjamin  Yates . -. .  5 

Boms,  Abraham  Crum *.  —  ....  5 

Conrad  Duvall 6 

John  Ketchum  .................. ...... •••.......  1 
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Voi. 
Invalid  PensioiiB,  Committee  on — 

Florence,  David  Watfion 2 

Jeremiah  Wright ... .......... ..........  I 

Jewett,  William  Allen - 2 

JohnH.Babb 6 

Alexander  S.  Bean 2 

Cyrenus  C.  Blackman 6 

John  Brest 5 

EUjah  Close 2 

John  Crinian 1 

Michael  A.  Deavenport .  2 

Nicholas  Fooks ^ 2 

Isaiah  W.Green^ 6 

Katharine  M.  Earner 5 

WUUam  Howell 2 

Samuel  January. ..... ... ............  5 

Brevet  Major  John  Jones 2 

Bobert  Jones,  of  Kentucky • 2 

Augustus  J.  Kuhn 1 

Andrew  Longabaugh 1 

WUliam  Long .,... 2 

Margaret  McGuire,  and  two  others,  (named) 5 

Brevet  Captain  Charles  G.  Merchant,  widow  of.............  5 

Kennedy  O'Brien ^. 2 

Malachi  F.  Randolph,  widow  of 2 

Henry  ELBead —  .  1 

Conrad  Schroeder 2 

John  Shaw 5 

Noah  Smith 5 

Widows  and  orphaijis,  pensions  for....... ...^ 2 

Morse,  0.  A. , Hector  St.  John  Beatley ^... 1 

Isaac  Carpenter ». .......... ....... ...  1 

Erastus  Hutchins .................... ...^. 6 

Cornelius  H.  Latham.. 2 

Leonard  Loomis 1 

Nathan  Randall L 6 

Bobbins,  John  Blattenberger,  widow  of 1 

John  Campbell.... .. .........^ ...... 1 

Samuel  Gkiodrich,  jr.... ............... ^ ............  1 

Mary  C.  Hamilton - 2 

John  Purcell ^•^••.  5 

Henry  Taylor  ........ ... ......... — .........  1 

Zina  Williams 1 

Savage,  Pensions  to  officers  and  soldiers...... ....... . 1 

(Senate  rep  )  Brevet  Major  George  F.  Wood,  widow  of 5 


Jackson,  Henry  W > 5 

January,  Sammel 6 

Jemi^on,  Mary,  heirs  of .......^ 1 

Jero,  Jacob..... ^. 1 

Jewett,  Invalid  Pensions — 

William  AUen 2 

JohnH.  Babb ^^.-1  6 

Alexanders.  Bean 2 

Cyrenus  C.  Blackman ^ 6 

John  Brest 6 

Elijah  Close 2 

John  Crinian —  .... . . 1 

Michael  A.  Deavenport 2 

Nicholas  Fooks, , 2 

Isaiah  W.  Green - 6 

Katharine  M.  Hamer  w •  6 
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▼d.  No. 
Jevett,  Inralid  Pensions — 

William  Howell 2  308 

Samuel  January ... ...... ..  5  519 

Brevet  Major  John  Jones........ 2  208 

Bobert  Jones,  of  Kentucky 2  S39 

Augustus  J.  Kuhn ..... .. . .  1  77 

Andrew  Longabaugh .. . .  1  102 

William  Long 2  338 

Margaret  McGulre,  and  two  others,  (named) 5  518 

Brevet  Captain  Charles  G.  Merchant  widow  of 5  504 

Kennedy  O'Brien 2  209 

MalachiF.  Bandolph,  widow  of. 2  299 

Henry  E.  Read , 1  76 

Conrad  Schroeder - 2  309 

John  Shaw 6  521 

Noah  Smith 6  606 

Widows  and  orphans,  pensions  for  . .  2  312 

Johnson,  Michael,  heirs  of..... 1  111 

Johnson,  William 2  333 

Johnson,  Philip,  orphan  children  of. 4  454 

Jones.  Alexander .' 2  332 

Jones,  J.  Glancy,  Wajrs  and  Means^ 

Keepers  of  life-saving  station-houses 3  370 

JcMS,  ft^vet  Major  John 2  208 

Jcaes,  John  S.,  and  William  H.  Russell 5  525 

Jones,  Mary  A.  M 1  173 

Jones,  Bobert,  of  Kentucky 2  339* 

Jones,  Samuel,  legal  representatives  of . .  1  121 

Joyal,  JosephB 1  4^ 

Jwiidary,  Committee  on  the — 

ffillinghurst,  Carmick  &  Ramsey 5  551 

New  judicial  district  in  Michigan 2  272 

SamuelM.  Puckett 2  274 

John  Williamson  and  Castner  Hanway 4  441 

Witnesses,  imprisonment  of ,.- 2  278 

Chapman,  case  of  Judge  Watrous 5  548 

Houston ,  John  6.  Camp,  legal  representatives  of 1  62 

Judge  John  C.  Watrous 6  540 

Beady,  Andrew  Glassell.. 3  367 

Jesse  W.  Page,  jr 1  61 

Tsppan,  Missouri,  two  per  cent,  land  fund  of. 4  440 

Taylor,  Miles,  bankrupt  law 4  413 

R.  T.  Burchett,  assignee  of  Thomas  H.  Duval 1  198 

William  A.  Forward,  assignee  of  Joseph  S.  Sanchez...  2  275 

K. 

Kiasas  constitution 3  377 

Keller,  Jonas  P 3  398 

Kelly,  Ways  and  Means,  Dr.  Lewis  Feuchtwanger. 1  52 

Benjamin  F.  Hall.. 1  53 

My,  John 4  438 

Kendrick,  Major  H.  L.... 1  93 

Ktnnedy,  Joseph  C.  G 1  185 

Kent,  Edward  N 2  218 

Keokok,  custoDD -house  at .. .. ... ........ ---  1  96 

Keokuk,  marine  hospital  at i...  1  94 

Kerr.  Brierly  &  Co 5  471 

Ketchum,  John 1  151 

Kimball  k  Moore,  and  Moore  &  Walker 2  270 

King,  Henry,  representatives  of 2  276 

Kiikham,  Robert 3  391 

Klopfer,  Henry  A ^  4  42« 

Kuhn,  Augustus  J .--^  1  77 

Kttnkel,  Jacob  M.,  Accounts- 
Case  of  Bobert  B.  Haokney ^ 3  379 


XX  INDEX. 

Vol. 
KDQkel,  John  0.,  Claims — 

Joseph  C.  Q.  Kennedy. -...•. ..•.--....-•  1 

llufiw  Dwinel --.-.. 3 

L. 

Lftfayetie,  location  of  land  warrants  granted  to 4 

Lander,  F.  W , 2 

Landy,  CJommerce — 

Breakwater  on  Crow  shoal . .................. ....w...  1 

Landry,  Oliver,  heirs  and  legal  representatives  of.... ••«.... 5 

Langdon,  Lieut.  Loomis  L .' 3 

liuunan,  Charles  James ....... ........  5 

Latham,  ComeliusH 2 

Laughlin,  H.  J.,  Thomas  Hays  and 6 

Lawrence,  James,  legal  representatives  or  assignees  of....... 1 

Lee,  John 2 

lieef,  Henry,  and  John  McKee 1 

Leiter,  Indian  Aflfairs — 

George  Chorpenning,  and  Elisabeth  Woodward 1 

George  Fisher,  legal  representatives  of 5 

Livingston,  Kincaid  &  Co..... 5 

Jacob  Thomas 5 

Winnebago  treaty,  clidmants  nnder ............ .......  5 

Lepape,  Leonard 1 

Levy,  Jonas  P.... 1 

Levy,  Jonas  P.... 5 

Library,  Pettit,  public  documents............ ............. ...  5 

Life-saving  station-houses,  keepers  of.... ..................... .........  3 

Lippett,  George  W 5 

Livingston,  Abraham,  heirs  of 4 

Livingston,  Kincaid  &  Co..... ^ 6 

Lolsel,  Regis,  or  his  legal  representative 1 

Lookingbill,  Daniel 5 

Loomis,  Leonard 1 

Longabaugh,  Andrew. ...................  1 

LoDg,  Hardy  & 1 

Long,  William 2 

Loughrey,  Archibald...,. 2 

Lovejoy,  Revolutionary  Claims — 

William  Edmonston,  heirs  of..^ 1 

Benjamin  Harrison,  heirs  of 2 

John  P.  Harrison,  heirs  of ..................... ....  2 

Samuel  Jones,  legal  representatives  of 1 

Joriiua  Oldner 2 

Andrew  Russell,  hehs  of 2 

Augustin  Willelt 2 

M. 

HcAtee,  Benjamin  L.,  and  J.  N.  Eastham 1 

Maclhy,  Patents — 

David  Bruce 1 

Edward  M.  Kent 2 

McClure,  Joseph,  administrator  of 3 

McCurdy,  John 1 

McDonough,  John,  legal  representatives  of. 3 

McDowell,  John,  legal  representatives  of. 2 

Mcintosh,  Captain  James ............... — ..  —  .  1 

McKee,  John,  Henry  Leef  and ^ I 

McFerran,  John  C...... —  2 

McLaughlin,  George 5 

McGuire,  Margaret,  and  two  others,  (named) 6 

MjiglU,  Nancy 1 
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Tol.  No. 
Maynard,  Claims^ 

Charles  James  Lanman..... 5  646 

Capt.  James  Mcintosh ^ 1  7 

Midne,  certain  land  titles  in 3  394 

]>inahMini8 2  246 

George  A.  O'Brien 3  396 

Peter  Parker 1  181 

James  Phelan — -•- ....  5  545 

Samuel  Pitts,  legal  representatives  of... ^ 5  543 

A.W.  Reynolds - 4  419 

Wm.H.  Russell ^ 4  416 

Joshua  Shaw 4  418 

Thomas  S.  Sprague 3  395 

Louis  Fitzgerald  Tasistro 5  547 

William  Turvin,  heirs  of 2  224 

Nahum  Ward 1  161 

William  Weer. j 4  420 

James  Young 1  160 

Maynard,  Select,  William  Cullom ..^ 5  542 

Mayor,  aldermen,  and  common  council  of  Georgetown .-. ^ ^ 3  355 

Memphis,  Tennessee,  marine  hospital ..  2  254 

Merchant,  Brevet  Capt.  Charles  G.,  widow  of 6  604 

Ifichigan,  new  judicial  district  in ^ 2  272 

Mignault,Ba8U,chUdrenof- ^ ^ 3  373 

Military  Affairs,  Committee  on — 

BufSnton,  Thomas  Antisell ^ 1  204 

Francis  L.  Bowman,  widow  of 2  295 

BioeM.  Brown 3  359 

John  J.  Bulow,  jr., deceased. . .  1  70 

John  G.  Clayton 1  136 

Alexander  Hays ^.  ... 3  360 

Jonas  P.Levy 1  135 

Susannah  Redman ^ ...., 1  140 

Simeon  Stedman ^ 1  139 

JohnH.  Thompson 2  238 

Curtis,  James  Armstrong 2  237 

Major  Bailey '  s  battalion  of  Illinois  volunteers 1  7 1 

Benjamin  D.Hyam --— 2  298 

Francisco  Robaldo p...  5  473 

Faulkner,  military  road  from  Fort  Union  to  Santa  F^ 3  372 

military  roads  in  Washington  Territory 3  369 

H.  Marshall,  Horatio  Boultbee 2  294 

Pendleton,  William  B.  Dodd,  and  others - 2  302 

William  Hutchinson - 1  72 

F.W.Lander 2  301 

Thomas  Phenix,jr - 1  73 

Meazer  WilliamB,  heir  of  Thomas  Williams 2  303 

Quitman,  Major  Richard  B.  Alexander 1  137 

WUliam  S.  Bradford 5  472 

General  Sylvester  Churchill 1  108 

Jeremiah  Y.  Dashiell - 1  138 

John  C.  McFerran .;, 2  300 

Mounted  volunteers 1  107 

Savage,  Lydia  Fletcher - 6  488 

Stanton,  Major  Benjamin  Alvord ^..  2  296 

John  Hamilton,  of  Champagne  county,  Ohio 1  1 

John  Hamilton,  of  Cham^wgne  county, Ohio — 1  '2 

John  8.  Jones  and  Wm.  H.  Russell 5  525 

Mmard,A.A 1  159 

Millaudon,  Laurent 2  219 

Miller,  Dr.  Ferdinand  0... »  245 

Miller,  Henry - ^ 1  172 

Miller, Samuel,  heirs  of i- 1  163 

Minard,  Roswell —  t- ---  1  1^5 

Minnesota  election  case ^ 3  408 
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IGniiesata  election  case 4  435 

Ifinifl,  Dinah 2  246 

Jfifldfisippi  lirer,  sonrej  of  east  bank  of ..;; 1  68 

Mnsouri,  dtuens  of,  asking  land  in  aid  of  railroad — 3  405 

location  of  confirmed  private  land  claims  in 5  46S 

two  per  cent  land  fund  in 6  440 

Montgomery,  Hugh,  heir  of...... 4..  4  445 

Moody,  Thomaa - 2  234 

Moore,  Claims,  Asbury  Dickins 3  S84 

C.  Edward  Habicht 4  432 

Samuel  V.  NUes 4  431 

James  Rumph ...... .. . ....... ......  2  243 

Select,  tariff  of  1857,  investigation  of. A 4  414 

Moore  &  Walker,  Kimball  &  Moore  and 2  270 

Moorhead,  William  G - 3  368 

Morgan,  Harris  & r ->--  1  99 

Morrill, Select, Kansas  constitution... «...  3  377 

Morris,  E.  Joy,  District  of  Columbia — 

J.  W.  Nye,  assignee  of  Peter  Bargy,  Jr. ,  and  Hugh  Stewart.  ...  1  100 

Morris,  BobertH.,  legal  representatives  of 2  266 

Morrison,  Jesse — 2  292 

Mone,  Daniel,  and  eight  others,  (named)  .i.. «....^.... .  2  330 

Mone,  F.  H. ,  Naval  AfEiEdrs— 

Eliphalet  Brown,  jr 1  26 

William  B.  Draper,legal  representatives  of 2  304 

Morse,  O.  A. ,  Invalid  Pensions — 

Hector  St,  John  Beatley 1  81 

Isaac  Carpenter ........... ...........  1  79 

Erastns  Hutchins 5  499 

Cornelius  H.  Latham ,-  2  217 

Leonard  Loomis  ........ .w... 1  80 

Nathan  Bandall , 5  600 

Moseley,Wm.  D 6  607 

Mon,  Wm 1  114 

Mounted  volunteers - 1  107 

MoDsee  Indians, claims  of. 5  624 

Miurphy,.BobertC.,  late  consul  to  Shanghai 1  106 

Mycrle,David - 6  478 

N. 

Kapoleon,  Arkansas,  inspectors  in  district  of 2  248 

lfa»h,Michael ^. -.  3  411 

Ksval  Affairs,  Committee  on — 

Bocock ,  arrest  of  Wm.  Walker  by  Commodore  Paulding 1  74 

Coming,Mrs.  Mary  W,  Angus......... ., 6  474 

T.Davls,  of  Mass. ,  citisens  of  Marblehead,  Massachusetts 3  36 1 

Benjamin  Wakefield 3  362 

Florence,  Bobert  W.  Cushman 2  205 

Thomas  Hays  and  M.  J.  Laughlin 6  609 

Dr.  George  H.  HoweU 2  305 

David  Myerle 6  478 

Hawkins,  Eliaa  M.  Archer 6  475 

William  Heine -  1  25 

B.W.  Palmer  and  others 1  1^1 

Panama  Bailroad  Company 6  ^''^ 

Capt  John  G.Todd ---  ^  ^^7 

F.H.Mor8e,  Eliphalet  Brown,  jr - ---  1  26 

William  B.  Draper,  legal  representatives  of 2  304 

Seward,  Hiram  Paulding 1  1*2 

Sherman,  John,  Lieat.  John  C.  Carter 6  6<>3 

Nehemiah  8.  Draper  and  WUllam  Holden 2  806 

Thomas  Pember 1  ^9 

Gen.  Nathan  Towson 1  24 
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Vol.  H». 
Naval  Affairs,  Committee  on — 

Sherman,  arrest  of  William  Walker,  &c..... 1  74 

Winslow,  Boston  and  Charlesto wn  marine  hospital 3  364 

John  M.  Brooke 1  143 

Dr.  Charles  D.  Maxwell 1  23 

William  p.  Mosely 6  507 

Najlor,  John,  &  Co.,  Hull  &  Cozaens  and •  4  433 

Nebraska  contested  election 1  51 

Nevada,  Territory  of 3  376 

New  Albany,  local  board  of  inspectors 2  247 

New  Mexico,  private  land  claims  in  the  Territory  of 4  457 

Niagara  ship  canal 3  374 

Nichols,  printing  committee,  books  ordered  to  be  printed  by  previous  Con- 
gresses   3  37a 

Nielson,  Hall 1  193 

NUes,  Samuel  V 4  431 

Nixon,  Adeline  C,  widow  of  John 1  127 

Nye,  J.  W.,  assignee  of  Peter  Bargy,  jr.,  and  Hugh  Stewart., .....  1  100 

Nye,  J.  W , 1  117 

Nye,  J.  W 3  411 

Noble,  David,  deceased,  legal  representatives  of 2  285 

Noble,  Moses 3  386 

Nock,  Joseph 6  501 

No^t,  Judith 2  322 

Nourse,  Michael 3  382 

0. 

O'Brien,  George  A , 3  396 

O'Brien,  Kennedy 2  209 

O'Brien,  Michael 6  633 

Officers  and  soldiers,  pensions  to 1  78 

Officers  and  soldiers  of  the  revolutionary  army,  claims  of ..... .  1  125 

Ogden,  EUzaE , 4  425 

Ohio  contested  election...^ 1  50 

Ohio  contested  election,  Vallandigham  w.  Campbell 3  380 

O'Keeffee,  Timdthy  L 1  86 

Oldner,  Joshua ^ 2  230 

Oregon  and  Washington  Territories,  geological  survey  of 3  409 

Oregon  Territory,  clerks  in  lind  offices  in 2  262 

Omdorf,  Henry 2  266 

Ottinger,  Captain  Douglass 3  403 


Page,  Jesse  W.J .- 1  61 

Palmer,  B.  W.,  and  others 1  141 

Panama  Railroad  Company -. - 5  476 

Pangbum,  John •*•• 2  345 

Pappreniza,  Michael 2  210 

Paraguay ^  3  365 

Parker,  Mary  F.,  Sarah  Brovni  and 5  531 

Parker,  Peter .^ 1  181 

Parker,  Revolutionary  Pensions — 

John  Sawyer .. 5  480 

Hannah  Wilcox,  heirs  of .  5  512 

Passengers,  security  to  lives  of,  on  steam  vessels 1  9 

Patent  laws.. 1  178 

Patents,  Committee  on — 

Edie,  Edwin  M.  Chaffee 1  15$ 

Maclay,  David  Bruce 1  8^ 

Edward  M.  Kent 2  218 
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Vol. 


No 


iti,  Committee  on — 

Biley,  William  Oompton 

Joseph  Nock ........ ...... ......... 

Stewart,  James  A.,  patent  laws 

Log,  Commodore,  arrest  of  William  Walker 

Ing,  John,  David  Williams,  Isaac  Van  Wart,  and  John  Cliampe,  heirs 


ng,  Hiram . ............ 

EU>bert,  heir  oi ... ...... 

Franklin ....... 

o,  Ptiineas  G - -•. 

■J,  Thomas . ... ........ 

;toii,  Militarj  Aff&irs-^ 

Wili^  a  Dodd  and  others 

William  Hutchinson 

F.  W.  Lander ^ 

Thomas  Phenix,  jr ...... 

£leaier'*Williams,  heir  of  Thomas ... 

OS,  armj,  navy,  and  marine m . ... 

•ns  to  ofiSoen  and  soldiers,  &c  . 

plTania  Bank,  porohase  of  the  hanking-honse  of  . 
John  .... . 


,  Mary ^ 

«all.   AM 

,  library,  public  documents .. ..,. 

Select,  Fort  Snelling  investigation. 

rmaoentical  Association" ... 

1,  James . 

z,  Thomas  J 

;t,  James  C 


John . 

Samuel,  legal  representatives  of 

r,  Evelini — 

)ffice  and  Post  Roads,  Committee  on — 

Atkins,  James  M.  Harris 

J.  G.  Sewell 

Stuckey  &  Bogers 

J.  Craig,  John  F.  Cannon ..... 

B.  Davis,  L.  J.  Hllbum 

George  W.  Hopkins - 

John  Kelly ... — . 

William  Moss — 

T.  Davis,  of  Iowa,  A.  M.  Pettengall 

John  Dearmit ... .  —  ..... ... 

English,  Luden  B.  Adams . — . 

Hants  &  Morgan ^^....  —  . 

John  B.  Roper 

Horton,  B.  F.  M.  Mami.. - 

Bobert  H.  Morris,  legal  representative  of 

Henry  Omdorf ...•• -. 

8.  W.  &  B.  A.  Turner 

Wood,  Wm.  M.  Dillard - 

J.  W.  Hilton 

Kimball  k  Moore  and  Moore  &  Walker 

r,  BevoluUonary  Pensions,  Wm.  York,  heirs  of 

eton,  New  Jersey,  Presbyterian  church .. . 

ing.  Committee  on — 

Nichols,  books  ordered  by  previous  Congresses 

Sngleton,  W.  B.  B.  Willis  and  others 

te  Land  Claims,  Committee  on — 

Avery,  Archibald  Loughrey,  heirs  of 

Blair,  city  of  Carondelet 

Regis  Loisel,  or  his  legal  representative 

Missouri,  location  of  confirmed  private  land  claims  in  the  State 
of 
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Vol. 
Private  Land  Claims,  Committee  on — Continued. 

Fenton,  Abel  M.  Butler ^ 1 

Cyrenius  Olaes 1 

Hannah  Dttel 1 

Roswell  Minard  .... . 1 

Abram  Staples  .. .. ....: ....... .....  6 

Sylvester  Tiffany 6 

Harlan,  Daniel  Whitney 3 

Hawkins,  William  Marvin 6 

Sandidge,  Ifrs.  Ambroise  Brou......« ^ 6 

Pierre  Broussard,  heirs  of...... ... ......  — ..  1 

William  Conway,  heirs  of ....^ 1 

Samuel  Delaplane 6        6 

Jean  Baptiste  Devidrlne 2        2 

John  Dick 2        2 

Benjamin  £.  Edwards 6        4 

Pierre  Gkignon «. 1 

Fran9oisGuillroy,  heirs  of.. 2        2 

John  Huertas,  claimants  in  r%ht  of 1 
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NATHANIEL  HEARD. 


An  inventory  of  sundry  goods  cmd  chattels  taken  and  carried  off  by  the 
enemy  and  their  adherents ^  at  different  times,  from  Nathaniel  Heard^ 
of  Woodbridgey  in  Middlesex  county ,  Stale  of  New  Jersey: 

£      s.     d, 

1776— To  600  bushels  of  Indian  corn,  3« 90      0      0 

To  350  bushels  of  wheat,  hs 87      0      0 

To  250  bushels  of  rye,  3«.  9rf 46    17      6 

To  350  bushels  of  oats,  28 35      0      0 

To  100  bushels  of  flaxseed 30      0      0 

To  40  tons  of  English  hay,  best  quality 120       0      0 

To  30  tons  of  salt  hay 37     10      0 

To  6  ox  cart  loads  of  flax 9      0      0 

To  1,000  panels  of  fence,  two- thirds  of  cedar 

and  chestnut 100      0      0 

To  22  hogsheads  cider 33       0      0 

To  12  head  of  horned  cattle,  being  one-half 

2  years  old  and  the  others  3  years  old 33       0      0 

To  1  large  riding  horse,  6  years  old 35       0       0 

1777 — To  2  dwelling-houses  burnt,  four  rooms  on  a 
floor,  2^  stories  high,  well  finished,  fifty  feet 
in  length ;  1  boating  house,  2^  stories  high ; 
1  hatter's  shop,  well  finished ;  1  weaver's 
shop,  well  finished,  loom  and  tackling ; 
1  wagon  house;  1  chair  house;   2  barns, 

and  1  lar^e  stable^  sixty  feet  in  length 1,500      0      0 

To  1  breeding  mare,  near  full  blood,  eight 
jearsold 30      0      0 


2,186    17      6 


General  Nathaniel  Heard  being  sworn,  said  that  the  above  inven- 
tory is  just  and  true,  and  that  he  hath  not  received  any  satisfaction 
or  compensation  for  any  of  the  articles  therein  contained. 

NATHANIEL  HEARD. 

Sworn  the  17th  September,  1782,  before 

BENJAMIN  MANNING, 

Appraiser. 

Thomas  Edgar  being  sworn,  saith  that  he  personally  knew  the 
building  of  General  Nathaniel  Heard,  which  was  burnt  and  destroyed 
by  the  enemy  as  above  mentioned,  and  do  judge  they  were  worth 
£1,500. 

THOMAS  EDGAR. 

Sworn  the  17th  September,  1782,  before 

BENJAMIN  MANNING, 

Appraiser^ 


36th  Conorms,  I    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
l8i  Session.     S  i  No.  202. 


FRANCOIS  GUILLORY— HEIRS  OF. 

[To  accoroiMinj  BUI  H.  R.  No.  450.] 


March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  Sandidgb,  from  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims j  having  had  under  considera- 
tion the  memorial  and  accompanying  papers  of  the  legal  representa- 
tives of  Franfois  GhiUlory,  deceasedjfor  the  confirmation  of  a  private 
land  aaim  in  Louisiana^  report : 

That  Nicholas  Lamathe,  in  1797,  transferred  to  Jacques  Deshotels 
a  tract  of  land  of  six  arpents  front  hj  forty  arpents  battk,  containing 
about  195  acres,  which  tract  was  sold  by  Deshotels  to  Francois  Guil- 
lory  in  1810,  through  whom  it  is  now  claimed. 

This  six  by  forty  arpent  tract  appears  to  be  part  of  a  tract  of  twenty- 
five  by  forty  arpents  acquired  by  Lamathe  from  one  *^  Pinal"  under  the 
Spanish  government,  though  the  title  from  that  government  is  not  in 
evidence,  and  is  said  to  have  been  destroyed  in  some  great  6re^  but 
all  of  which  has  at  different  periods  been  confirmed  to  claimants  under 
Lamathe,  except  the  tract  now  in  question.  Ten  by  forty  arpents  were 
confirmed  to  Helen  Soileau  by  the  land  commissioners  for  that  district 
of  country  in  1811.  Under  the  acts  of  Congress  of  1812  and  1813  the 
land  commissioners  divided  the  claims  reported  on  into  eleven  classes, 
placing  the  claims  of  Louis  Guillory  for  nine  by  forty  arpents,  and  of 
Francois  Guillory  for  six  by  forty  arpents,  in  the  seventh  class,  the 
first  six  being  confirmed.  These  two  claims  by  the  Guillory s  for 
fifteen  by  forty  arpents  covered  the  balance  of  the  original  twenty-five 
by  forty  arpents  tract,  only  ten  by  forty  of  which  had  been  confirmed 
up  to  that  time. 

Louis  Guillory  afterwards  made  a  new  application  for  the  confirma- 
tion of  his  claim  to  the  nine  by  forty  arpent  tract,  under  the  act  of 
11th  May,  1820,  and,  being  reported  favorably  by  the  commissioners, 
was  confirmed  by  Congress  in  1826,  leaving  unconfirmed  only  the  six 
1>7  forty  arpents  of  the  original  tract,  now  claimed  by  the  memorialists, 
as  the  representatives  of  Franf  ois  Guillory,  deceased. 
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In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  uninterrupted  possession  and 
cultivation  of  this  tract  by  the  claimants  and  their  ancestors  since 
1797^  and  that  the  other  parties,  whose  claims  were  upon  the  same 
basis,  have  been  quieted  in  their  titles,  your  committee  are  of  opinion 
that  it  will  be  but  just  and  right  to  do  the  same  in  this  case,  at  least 
to  the  extent  of  relinquishing  whatever  title  the  government  may 
have  thereto,  and  preserving  the  rights  of  third  parties,  if  any  such 
there  be,  and  herewith  report  a  bill. 


36th  CoHeRBSS,  1      HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J  Report 
I9i8e88ian.     ]  ;  No.  203. 


JEAN  BTE.  DEVIDRINE, 
March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  Sandidob,  from  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims, made  the 

foUowino: 


*o 


REPORT. 

The  Committee  on,  FrivcUe  Land  Claims^  having  considered  the  memo- 
rial and  vcluminoua  papers  accompanying  it  from  the  legal  represent 
tatives  of  Jean  Bte.  Devidrinefor  the  confirTnation  of  a  landclaimy 
report: 

That  the  claim  is  for  a  tract  of  land  in  Louisiana,  of  10  by  40  ar- 
pents,  (about  350  acres  J  which,  it  appears,  is  the  half  of  a  tract  of  20  by 
40  arpents  granted  to  said  Devidrine  by  Governor  Galvez  in  1778. 
The  order  of  survey  being  evidenced  by  the  report  marked  B  290,  of 
the  commissioners  appointed  to  ascertain  the  rights  of  persons  to  lands 
in  the  western  district  of  the  Orleans  Territory,  who  say,  in  confirm- 
mg  the  title  of  Benjamin  M.  Stokes  to  a  tract  of  401  arpents,  that  it 
i«  "  founded  on  an  order  of  survey  in  favor  of  Jean  Babtiste  Devidrine 
for  20  arpents  front  by  40  in  depth,  on  a  petition  of  said  Devidrine, 
bearing  date  the  22d  January,  1778." 

Why  the  balance  of  the  tract  now  claimed  has  not  been  confirmed 
heretofore,  or  why  no  application  was  made  to  the  land  commisioners^ 
does  not  appear  ;  but  it  is  in  evidence  that  the  claim  to  the  part  of 
said  tract  now  in  question  has  been  so  far  respected  by  the  govern- 
men  to  separate  the  same  from  the  surrounding  lands,  it  now 
standing  on  the  maps  of  the  land  office  in  the  name  of  Devidrine, 
unconfirmed. 

It  is  also  in  evidence  that  the  land  has  been  regarded  by  the  people 
and  the  courts  as  private  property  since  1789  ;  having  been  repeatedly 
sold  within  that  time  for  a  valuable  consideration  by  individuals  and 
under  order  of  the  probate  courts.  These  facts,  with  much  other  cor- 
roborating testimony  as  to  the  identity  of  the  tract  claimed,  its  occu- 
pancy, payment  of  taxes,  &c.,  for  a  long  period  of  time,  induce  the 
committee  to  recommend  the  adoption  of  a  bill  herewith  reported. 


36th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
l9i  Session.     J  }  No.  206. 


JOHN  H.  WHEELER, 

[To  aooompany  Bill  H  B.  No.  464.] 


March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  Sickles,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  AffairSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  John  H.  Wheeler  y  late  minister  resident  of  the  United  States  near 
ike  republic  of  Nicaragua^  respectfully  report: 

I.  The  memorial  sets  forth  that  a  large  party  of  unarmed  Ameri- 
can citizens,  while  en  route  from  San  Francisco  to  New  York,  were 
attacked  hj  the  natives  at  Virgin  Bay,  on  the  lake  of  Nicaragua,  on 
the  19th  October,  1855.  Some  of  them  were  killed  instantly,  others 
wounded,  and  others  robbed.  Another  party  of  natives  were  at  the 
same  time  collected  at  Fort  San  Carlos,  on  the  other  side  of  the  lake, 
at  the  month  of  the  San  Juan  river,  which  the  passengers  must  pass 
in  descending  the  river  ;  that  at  this  point  they  were  attacked,  and  a 
heavy  cannon  ball  disabled  the  steamer,  and  killed,  instantly,  a  lady 
and  child,  and  wounded  her  son.  Thus  hemmed  in  at  both  points  of 
outlet,  they  were  cut  off  from  all  access  to  either  ocean.  In  their 
peril  and  distress  they  prevailed  on  the  agent  of  the  Transit  Company 
to  convey  them  to  Granada,  some  sixty  miles  up  the  lake  of  Nicara- 
gua, where  they  applied  to  the  memorialist,  then  minister  resident  of 
the  United  States  at  that  place,  who  promptly  afforded  them  the  pro- 
tection and  relief  asked  for,  and  supplied  them,  to  the  number  of  two 
hundred  and  fifty,  with  quarters,  food,  and  some  with  clothes,  for  two 
days  and  nights.  During  their  stay  at  Granada  two  of  them  died, 
and  were  decently  interred  at  the  expense  of  the  memorialist;  and  on 
their  departure  three  of  them  had  to  be  left  behind,  on  account  of 
their  wounds,  and  were  supported  and  attended  at  the  expense  of  the 
memorialist,  until  the  next  steamer  for  New  York. 

The  statements  of  these  outrages  have  been  communicated  to  Con- 
gress in  the  special  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
(34th  Congress,  1st  session.  Senate  Ex.  Doc.  No.  68,  page  27,)  and 
the  services  rendered  by  the  memorialist  fully  supported  by  the  affi- 
4a?it  of  Dr.  Wm,  E.  Rust,  one  of  the  passengers,  and  also  that  of 
Captain.  Jos.  N.  Scott,  general  agent  of  the  Accessory  Transit  Com- 
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pany  across  the  Isthmus,  who  adds,  that  the  memorialist  ^'  freely  gave 
nis  time,  money,  house,  and  clothes,  to  his  suffering  countrymen,  m 
some  of  them  were  robbed  of  everything  by  the  enemy  at  Virgin 
Bay." 

These  affidavits  are  hereunto  appended,  marked  A,  B. 

From  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  the  memorialist 
applied  for  reimbursement  of  these  expenses.  Governor  Marcy,  under 
date  of  5th  February,  1857,  states  that  the  ^^  department  has  no  fund 
irom  which  it  is  authorized  to  reimburse  such  expenditures.  Although 
inconvenience  and  hardship  may  be  the  result  of  this  inability  to 
replace  the  funds  which  our  diplomatic  representatives  often  advance 
out  of  their  private  means  for  the  relief  of  their  distressed  fellow- 
citizens  in  foreign  countries,  the  department  has  no  mode  of  relief  at 
command,  and  can  only  suggest  an  application  to  Congress  for  such 
aid  as  the  circumstances  warrant." 

The  duplicate  letter  of  the  Secretary  is  appended,  C. 

By  the  act  of  28th  February,  1803,  it  is  made  the  duty  of  consuls 
"to  provide  for  the  mariners  of  the  United  States,  who  may  be  found 
destitute  within  their  districts,  sufficient  subsistence  and  passages  to 
the  United  States." 

This  law  does  not  provide  for  destitute  ciiizena,  nor  authorize  any 
aid  even  to  mariners  except  through  our  consuls.  But  the  case  before 
us  is  by  no  means  novel  in  legislation.  In  1794,  a  law  was  passed 
compensating  Fulwar  Skipwith  for  relieving  the  wants  and  facilitating 
the  return  of  certain  American  citizens  from  ports  in  the  West  Indies. 

This  matter  (of  relief  to  American  citizens)  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  Senate ;  and  in  May,  1854,  (33d 
Congress,  let  session.  Senate  Eeport  No.  292,)  a  report  was  made 
that  ''the  committee  are  sensible  there  is  some  danger  of  abuse  in 
making  provision  of  this  kind  for  relief  of  citizfns  in  distress  in  for- 
eign countries.  But  the  same  danger  exists  in  the  case  of  secanen. 
The  agents  of  the  government  abroad  will,  no  doubt,  in  a  few  cases, 
be  imposed  upon.  But  as  the  relief  afforded  can  never  be  large;  and 
as  the  recepient  must,  to  entitle  himself  to  it,  be  in  a  suffering  con- 
dition, the  committee  do  not  apprehend  that  frauds  of  a  serious  nature 
can  be  practiced.  The  loss  of  a  dollar  or  two  occasionally  bestowed 
upon  an  undeserving  object,  is  not  to  be  weighed  against  the  duty  of 
furnishing  food  and  clothing  to  a  distressed  countryman  in  absolute 
want  of  the  necessities  of  lite." 

On  the  17th  of  January,  1857,  an  act  was  passed  for  the  relief  of 
Amos  B.  Corwine,  late  consul  at  Panama,  appropriating  twenty-seven 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  four  dollars  and  thirty-three  cents,  for 
money  expended  by  him  in  forwarding  destitute  citizens  of  the  United 
States  from  Panama  to  San  Francisco. 

The  case  of  the  memorialist  is  much  stronger  than  that  of  Mr. 
Corwine.  His  countrymen  were  not  only  in  distress,  Jbut  many  of 
them  destitute ;  not  only  disease,  but  violent  death  assailed  them ; 
worn  down  by  fatigue  and  danger,  wounded,  plundered,  hungry,  and 
Bome  of  them  nearly  naked,  they  sought  the  bouse  of  the  minister  of 
their  country  for  safety,  food,  and  raiment.  It  is  painful  to  refuse 
charity  under  any  circumstances;  but  to  put  back  the  outstretched 
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hand  of  a  fellow-citizen  that  asks  for  bread  in  a  foreign  land;  to 
refuse  shelter  to  houseless  and  persecuted  Americans,  flying  from  a 
savage  and  incensed  foe,  would  have  been  unworthy  of  the  character 
of  humanity,  much  less  of  one  in  the  position  of  an  American  min- 
ister, over  whose  house  floated  the  emblem  of  our  nation.  The 
amount  claimed  by  the  memorialist  is  but  five  hundred  dollars ;  which 
is  90  moderate  that  it  can  be  barely  adquate  to  reimburse  the  actual 
amount  expended.  Tour  committee  cordially  recommend  that  this 
•um  be  reimbursed  to  him — $500. 

II.  The  memorial  further  sets  forth  that  the  memorialist,  under 
instructions  from  the  State  Department,  dated  23d  October,  1854,  was 
directed  to  aid,  at  San  Juan  del  Norte,  the  commissioner  despatched 
from  the  United  States  to  that  place  (Jos.  W.  Fabens,  esq.)  *'to 
collect  information  and  take  testimony  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of 
the  persons  who  assumed  political  control  over  it,  and  to  the  claims 
which  it  is  understood  some  of  that  community  intend  to  present, 
through  other  governments,  to  the  United  States  for  property  destroyed 
at  the  late  bombardment  by  Captain  HoUins,  of  the  United  btates 
navy." 

Copy  of  these  instructions  is  appended,  E.  In  obedience  to  these 
instructions  the  memorialist  repaired  to  San  Juan  del  Norte,  and 
with  this  sole  object  was  engaged  for  more  than  two  months  in  this 
laborious  and  irksome  duty,  foreign  from  any  diplomatic  functions,  at 
a  distant,  disagreeable,  and  expensive  place.  This  is  fully  substanti- 
ated by  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Fabens,  (marked  F,)  and  the  mass  of 
proof  obtained  and  transmitted  to  the  State  Department  was  of  great 
value  to  the  United  States,  for  by  it  the  Secretary  of  State  was  enabled 
to  detect  the  spurious  and  extravagant  demands  upon  our  government 
of  those  who  claimed  the  protection  of  France,  England,  and  other 
powers,  and  so  repelled  the  advances  of  their  ministers  for  these  un- 
foanded  (in  a  great  degree)  claims,  that  the  demands  have  not  been 
pressed  upon  our  government,  if  not  entirely  abandoned.  The  memo- 
rialist only  claims  the  amounts  actually  paid  by  him  as  expenses  for 
rent  of  offices  and  support  while  engaged  in  this  duty^  which  amounts 
to  |273  98,  which  should  be  reimbursed  to  him. 

The  payment  for  advances  made  under  similar  circumstances,  and 
perhaps  for  services  less  available  and  effective,  has  been  allowed,  and 
myolves  no  new  principle.  In  the  case  of  honorable  John  Bozman 
Kerr,  late  charge  d'affaires  to  the  republic  of  Nicaragua,  (Senate 
document,  33d  Congress,  1st  session,  report  No.  172,)  under  instruc- 
tions from  the  State  Department,  he  went  to  Guatemala,  where  he  re- 
Diained  a  few  days  and  exchanged  a  ratified  treaty  with  that  govern* 
ment,  he  claimed  and  was  allowed  his  expenaea  and  a  full  outfit  as 
chargg. 

Hon.  Robert  0.  Schenck,  late  minister  to  Brazil,  and  Hon.  John 
8.  Pendleton,  late  charge  d'affaires  to  the  Argentine  Republic,  under 
instructions  from  the  State  Department,  proceeded  to  Assumpcion  and 
negotiated  treaties  with  the  republic  of  raraguay,  for  which  services 
fnll  outfits  were  allowed  and  expenses. — (Senate  document,  Ist  session 
ad  Congress,  No.  354.) 

The  duty  performed  by  the  memorialist  at  this  point,  though  not 
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accompanied  by  the  pomp  or  glare  of  official  parade,  was  intimately 
connected  with  the  character  and  honor  of  onr  nation  at  a  most  vital 

})oint,  entangled  by  the  assumption  of  protection  from  a  puissant  and 
ar-reaching  rival.  The  services  were  fully  and  faithfully  discharged, 
and  it  is  but  a  small  recompense  to  refund  to  our  agent  expenses  made 
on  this  account. 

III.  The  memorialist  further  sets  forth  that  he  was  allowed,  under 
instructions  of  the  State  Department,  dated  September  27,  1866,  to 
return  to  the  United  States. — (Duplicate  letter  of  Secretary  of  State  ap- 
pended, G.)  That  he  left,  as  appears  by  the  inventory  and  receipt, 
the  archives  of  the  legation,  and  a  considerable  amount  of  valuable 
personal  property.  This  property,  as  appears  by  testimony  of  R.  J. 
Darden,  was  destroyed — who  also  testifies  to  its  value — (see  paper 
appc^^ded,  H,)  by  the  attack  of  the  allied  forces  of  Guatemala,  Hon- 
duras, San  Salvador,  Costa  Rica,  and  a  part  of  Nicaragua. 

It  is  unquestionably  true,  by  the  law  of  nations,  that  where  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  is  wrongfully  deprived  of  his  property,  or  any 
injury  to  his  person,  by  the  authority  of  a  foreign  power,  that  the 
government  of  that  power  is  to  be  held  responsible  by  our  own  govern- 
ment. But  the  case  before  us  is  that  of  our  own  minister,  whose  pro- 
tection should  be  ample  in  the  diplomatic  character  with  which,  by 
the  usage  of  civilized  nations,  he  is  invested,  and  to  his  own  govern- 
ment, not  to  any  foreign  power,  he  has  to  look  for  protection.  And 
again,  the  fact  is  notorious,  that  the  troops  of  the  whole  of  Central 
America,  the  five  distinct  States  of  Guatemala,  Honduras,  San  Salva- 
dor, Costa  Rica,  and  a  part  of  Nicaragua,  claiming  to  be  the  de  jure 
government  of  that  republic,  were  combined  in  this  war.  The  gov- 
ernment of  Great  Britain  had  subjects  murdered  and  property  plun- 
dered by  these  forces.  In  vain  has  some  responsible  power  among 
these  governments  been  sought  who  would  acknowledge  the  wrongs 
committed. 

It  would  be  a  denial  of  right  to  refuse  the  prayer  of  the  memorialist 
on  this  ground,  or  to  send  him  to  pursue  these  evanescent  govern- 
ments for  the  wrongs  committed,  each  of  whom  would  doubtless  evade 
the  responsibility,  or  endeavor  to  screen  their  liability,  by  disclaiming 
all  participation  in  so  disgraceful  an  outrage. 

On  this  memorable  occasion  the  enemy  murdered  in  cold  blood  the 
Rev.  D.  H.  Wheeler,  the  agent  of  the  American  Bible  Society,  and  a 
baptist  preacher  ;  Rev.  Mr.  Ferguson,  a  methodist  missionary  ;  John 
B.  Lawless,  for  many  years  a  merchant  in  Granada,  and  many  other 
innocent  persons.  So  great  an  outrage  has  rarely  occurred  in  the  his- 
tory of  savage  or  civilized  nations.  The  dangers,  sufferings,  priva- 
tions, and  consequent  afflictions  of  the  memorialist  (see  statement  of 
Dr.  Pancoast,  of  Philadelphia,  I,)  cannot  be  indemnified ;  but  the 
pecuniary  sacrifices  of  property  destroyed  by  savage  foes,  when  ascer- 
tained, as  they  are  in  this  case,  when  encountered  in  the  line  of  duty 
and  of  actual  service  of  the  country,  should  be  reimbursed.  Instances 
are  everywhere  on  the  statute  books  of  repayment  for  losses  in  war  by 
the  enemy,  of  horses  and  other  property  ;  of  indemnity  to  officers  of 
the  army  for  losses  of  property  by  shipwreck  while  uuder  orders  ;  (see 
act  of  March  28,  1854,  for  sufferers  by  steamer  San  Francisco ;)  of  in- 
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demnity  to  persons  in  civil  service  for  losses  of  property. — (See  case  of 
Titian  R.  Peale,  naturalist ;  see  Statutes  of  United  States,  vol.  10, 
p.  864.)  It  is  the  duty  of  good  government,  as  well  as  the  demands 
of  our  national  honor,  that  the  persons  and  property  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  nation  abroad  should  be  protected,  and  your  committee 
deem  bat  just,  under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  this  hard  and  ex- 
traordinary case,  that  the  memorialist  should  be  reimbursed  for  losses 
consequent  upon  his  public  service,  and  which  losses  he  would  not 
have  suffered  had  he  not  been  in  the  service  of  the  country.  They 
therefore  recommend  that  the  original  value  be  reimbursed — ^proved  to 
be  two  thousand  dollars. 

lY.  The  memorialist  further  sets  forth  loss  of  exchange ;  that  on 
his  departure  for  Central  America,  he  was  instructed  by  the  State 
Department  to  draw  upon  London  for  his  salary  and  the  contingent 
expenses  of  the  legation,  and  for  this  purpose  a  credit  was  opened  for 
him  with  Messrs.  Baring  Brothers.  That  on  his  arrival  in  Nicaragua, 
it  was  found  to  be  impossible  to  negotiate  drafts  on  London ;  he  had 
to  make  an  agent  here  who  drew  on  London,  and,  for  a  time,  deposited 
in  New  York  or  Washington.  Subsequently,  the  department  changed 
the  point  of  payment  to  Washington.  That  drafts  could  *only  be 
negotiated  at  the  value  of  the  peso,  or  dollar  of  the  country,  for  each 
dollar  drawn  for ;  that  the  peso,  or  dollar  of  Nicaragua,  was  worth 
only  eighty  cents,  or  eight  dimes  to  the  dollar.  The  testimony  of 
Mr.  Van  Dyke  and  Major  M.  E.  Bradly,  agent  of  the  republic  in 
charge  of  the  transit  route,  fully  sustain  these  facts. 

The  amount  of  drafts  drawn  by  the  memorialist  is  shown  to  be, 
from  October,  1854,  to  October,  1856,  $14,706.  At  the  above  rate  of 
currency  the  loss  incurred  was  $2,941  32.  The  opinions  recorded  of 
the  highest  law  officers  of  our  government,  leave  us  no  doubts  upon 
this  subject. 

Mr.  Nelson  held,  in  December,  1843  :  *^  The  government  was  bound 
to  pay  the  minister  a  stipulated  salary,  and.being  thus  liable,  is  bound 
to  make  that  amount  available  at  his  foreign  residence." — (Case  of 
Mr.  Semple,  charge  d'affaires  to  New  Granada.  Attorney  Gteneral's 
opinion,  1665.) 

Mr.  Mann  held  in  July  20,  1846 :  ^*  It  is  the  duty  of  the  govern- 
ment to  provide  a  way  to  make  the  salary  and  expenses  of  a  minister 
abroad,  good  to  him  at  the  capital  of  his  residence. 

'^  If  a  minister  be  directed  to  draw  on  London  for  his  salary  and 
expenses,  and  there  shall  be  a  loss  on  the  sale  of  his  bills,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  government  to  make  such  loss  good  to  him. 

^^Mr.  Wise,  the  American  minister  at  Bio,  having  suffered  a  loss 
on  his  bills  thus  drawn  on  London,  is  entitled  to  indemnity." — (Opin- 
ions of  Attorney's  General,  1804.) 

In  the  case  of  Hon.  Humphry  Marshall,  minister  of  the  United 
States  to  China,  who  sold  his  drafts  in  advance,  before  leaving  the 
Umted  States,  tlie  loss  of  exchange  that  would  have  occurredy  was 
allowed  him  by  the  department. — (See  Report  of  Fifth  Auditor  of  the 
Treasury,  No.  14,623,  made  23d  May,  1856,  on  file  in  Register's 
Office.) 


6  JOHN  H.    WHEELER 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  deem 
it  but  just  that  the  memorialist  should  be  allowed  for — 

I.  Reimbursement  for  amounts  expended  for  maintain- 
ing, clothing  and  support  of  distressed  passengers..  $500  00 
n.  Reimbursement  for  amounts  paid  for  expenses  at  San 

Juan  del  Norte,  taking  testimony 273  98 

in.  Reimbursement  for  property  destroyed  at  Granada...  2,000  00 

lY.  Losses  by  exchange «••« 1,941  32 

4,715  30 

And  they  report  a  bill  accordingly. 


A. 

Republic  op  Nicaragua, 
Granada^  December  24,  1855. 

I  do  hereby  certify  that  I  was  a  passenger  on  board  the  steamer 
Uncle  Sam  from  San  Francisco  to  New  York;  that  on  the  19th  of  Oc- 
tober last  we  were  unprovokedly  fired  upon  while  at  Yirgin  Bay  by 
the  forces  of  the  then  government  of  Nicaragua ;  that  many  were  killed, 
many  wounded,  and  all  much  alarmed.  By  unanimous  consent,  we 
prevailed  upon  the  agent  of  the  Accessory  Transit  Company  to  take 
us  to  Granada,  where  we  placed  ourselves  under  the  care  of  the  Ameri- 
can minister.  Colonel  Wheeler,  who  received  us  as  brothers,  procured 
comfortable  quarters,  and  supplied  us  two  days  and  nights  with  every 
necessary.  There  were  250  of  us ;  two  died  and  were  buried  by  the 
care  of  Colonel  Wheeler,  and  two  left  in  hospital,  and  one,  a  sailor, 
at  his  house,  by  whom  he  was  fed.  He  also  furnished  clothes  to  those 
who  had  been  robbed  at  Yirgin  Bay, 

W.  E.  RUST. 

Lboation  of  UNriBD  States,  Oranctda: 
Signed  to  before  me,  this  24th  December,  1855. 

JNO.  H.  WHEELER. 


B. 

Rbpubuc  of  Nicaragua,  Granada: 

I,  Jos.  N.  Scott,  do  hereby  depose,  that  for  some  years  I  have  been 
and  still  am  the  general  agent  of  the  Accessory  Transit  Company  on 
this  Isthmus  ;  that  on  the  19th  of  October  last  the  passengers  on  said 
route  were  unprovokedly  fired  upon  by  a  strong  force  of  the  army  of 
Nicaragua  at  Virgin  Bay,  by  which  some  were  instantly  killed,  mamy 
wounded,  and  all  much  alarmed.  The  same  party  held  a  strong  force 
at  San  Carlos,  and  had  already  fired  on  the  company's  steamer  and 
prevented  her  passing,  by  which  a  lady  and  child  were  instantly  killed 
and  another  wounded. 


8  JOHN   H.    WHEELER. 

information  and  take  testimony  in  relation  to  the  condact  of  the  per- 
sons who  assumed  political  control  over  it,  and  to  the  claims  whieh  it 
is  understood  some  of  that  community  intend  to  present,  through 
other  governments,  to  the  United  States,  for  property  dsstroyed  at  the  ^ 
late  bombardment  by  Captain  Hollins^  of  the  United  States  navy. 
You  are  directed,  while  on  your  way  to  the  seat  of  the  Nicaraguan 
government,  to  stop  at  San  Juan  and  aid  Mr.  Fabens  in  performing 
the  duties  assigned  to  him.     These  duties  are  particularly  designated 
in  his  instructions.      If  there  should  be  no  local  magistrate  oefore   -^: 
whom  depositions  can  be  taken,  you  are  requested  to  authenticate    "^ 
them  in  your  character  ol  minister  of  the  United  States.  ^ 

I  am,  sir,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant,  ^-^ 

W.  L.  MAROY.       - 
John  H.  Wheeler,  Esq.,  &c.,  &c.  -^ 


:k 


P. 

Rbpubuo  op  Nicaragua, 
Oranaday  November  13,  1855. 

I  do  hereby  state  that  according  to  the  orders  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment at  Washington,  of  the  10th  of  October,  1854,  I  repaired  in  De- 
cember, 1854,  to  Graytown,  or  San  Juan  del  Norte,  to  take  testimony 
of  various  persons  as  regards  the  claimants  and  amount  of  property 
destroyed  by  Captain  Hollins,  of  the  United  States  ship  Cyane,  as  will 
more  fully  appear  by  reference  to  said  orders ;  that  the  minister  of 
the  United  States,  Col.  John  H.  Wheeler,  while  on  his  way  to  the 
seat  of  the  Nicaraguan  government,  stopped  at  San  Juan  and  afforded 
me  all  and  every  aid  I  required  in  performing  the  duties  assigned  to 
me  ;  that  he  remained  with  this  sole  intent  at  that  place  for  more  than 
two  months,  at  which  time  and  place  living  was  very  high  and  pro- 
visions very  scarce. 

J.  W.  FABENS. 


[Duplicate.] 

G. 

No.  32.]  DbpXrtmbnt  OF  State, 

Washington^  September  27,  1856. 
Sir:  The  President  deems  it  proper  that  you  should  return  to  the 
United  States,  and,  by  his  direction,  I  hereby  notify  you  of  his  deter- 
mination. You  will,  therefore,  without  delay,  after  receiving  this 
communication  return  home,  and  on  reaching  the  United  States  you 
will  apprise  this  department  of  that  fact. 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  L.  MAROY, 
John  H.  Wheeler,  Esq.,  &g.,  &c. 


10  JOHH  H.   WHEELEB. 

The  health  of  Colonel  Wheeler,  by  the  diseases  of  this  climate  and 
exposure  of  his  position,  completely  failed,  and  I  was  compelled  to 
accompany  him  home,  as  he  was  unable  to  help  himself;  and  oa 
reaching  the  United  States  in  November,  1856,  his  life  was  only  pre- 
served  by  the  skill  of  physicians  and  the  most  assiduous  attention. 

R.  J.  DARDEN. 

This  day  came  before  me,  Redmond  Darden,  well  known  to  me, 
and  made  oath  that  the  foregoing  was  true  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge 
and  belief. 

MOSES  KELLY,  J.  P. 

Washinqton  City,  January  15,  1857. 

This  certifies  that  I  am  well  acquainted  with  R.  J.  Darden,  th^ 
affiant  to  the  foregoing  statement,  and  believe  him  to  be  a  man  or 
veracity  and  honor. 

JN.  GRANGER,  Beoarder. 

Recorder's  Office  of  General  Land  Office, 
Interior  Department,  Washington  City,  January  16,  1858. 


City  of  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania, 
January  18,  1858. 

The  undersigned,  long  a  practitioner  of  medicine  in  Philadelphia, 
and  at  present  one  of  the  professors  in  the  Jefferson  Medical  College, 
would  state  that  in  the  months  of  December,  1856,  and  January,  1857, 
I  attended  at  the  Ashland  House,  in  this  city.  Colonel  John  H. 
Wheeler,  then  recently  returned  from  Nicaragua,  as  United  States 
minister  to  that  country. 

His  ease  was  one  of  complication  of  disease,  brought  on  by  a  resi- 
dence in  a  tropical  climat-e,  and  attended  by  complete  prostration  of 
the  nervous  system,  the  consequence  of  exposure  and  excitement ;  the 
case  was  one  of  danger,  and  demanded  all  my  care  and  skill.  The 
disease  finally  concentrating  in  his  right  hand,  he  was  forced  to  sub- 
mit to  the  severe  operation  of  amputation  of  one  of  the  fingers  of  that 
hand,  which  I  performed  on  18th  January,  1857. 


JOSEPH  PANCOAST,  M.  D. 
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MICAJAH  BROOKS. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  465.] 


March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  J.  V.  Wright,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions, 
made  the  following 

REPORT. 

Iht  Committee  on  Revdntionary  PensionSy  to  whom  was  referred  the 
petition  of  Micajah  Brooks^  of  Georgia  j  submitted  the  following  report  : 

The  petifiioner  declares  in  his  memorial,  under  the  act  of  7th  June, 
1832,  that  he  served  in  the  war  of  the  revolution,  in  the  States  of  South 
Carolina  and  Greorgia,  as  much  as  two  years,  as  a  private.  He 
adduces  as  evidence  record  proof  from  the  comptroller  of  the  State  of 
South  Carolina,  of  three  or  four  months'  service,  for  which  he  has  re- 
ceived land,  say  160  acres.  He  is  regarded  by  a  large  number  of 
witnesses  where  he  resides  as  having  served  faithfully  in  the  war  of 
the  revolution.  He  is  now  near  one  hundred  years  of  age,  and  in 
indigent  circumstances  ;  and  the  committee  have  thought  it  reason- 
able and  just  to  report  a  bill  for  his  relief,  allowing  him  a  pension  at 
the  rate  of  forty-eight  dollars  per  annum,  from  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1850,  to  be  paid  to  the  said  Micajah  Brooks,  if  living,  and  if  deceased, 
to  his  surviving  children. 


BRKV£T   MAJOR  JOHN  JONE8. 


C  STKBET,  Mardi  10,  1858. 

Sir  :  I  have  carefully  read  over  the  petition  for  an  invalid  pension 
which  Brevet  Major  John  Jones  has  preferred  to  Congress,  and  have 
to  say  that  I  have  clear  and  fresh  recollection  of  his  services  from  his 
first  descending  to  the  Lower  Mississippi  with  the  volunteers  under 
General  Jackson,  down  in  1812-'  13,  to  the  termination  of  his  services. 
As  a  volunteer  he  was  a  captain  in  a  horse  company,  and  was  afterwards 
a  captain  of  infantry  in  the  regiment  of  which  I  was  lieutenant  colonel 
The  whole  Gulf  frontier,  from*  the  Sabine  to  the  Floridas,  was  the 
scene  of  his  employment,  and  his  capacities  for  service  were  so  various 
that  he  was  employed  in  extraordinary  duties,  as  he  relates,  confiden- 
tial and  critical,  and  in  which  information  was  wanted ;  and  he  was  sure 
to  succeed,  such  was  his  tact,  address,  courage  and  perseverance. 
General  Jackson,  with  whom  he  was  a  great  favorite,  employed  him 
on  the  most  delicate  and  responsible  occasions.     I  did  the  same,  as  he 
has  related,  and  always  with  benefit  to  the  service.     He  was  a  com- 
plete officer,  born  for  service  and  command,  and  so  ready  and  enter- 
prising that  he  was  always  extraordinarily  employed.     As  a  captain, 
his  company  was  in  the  finest  order,  whether  ^s  cavalry  or  infantry ; 
and  when  the  use  of  a  gun  was  required  at  the  great  battle  of  the 
Horseshoe,  he  immediately  worked  it  like  an  artillerist.     Building 
forts  and  defences  was  often  his  employment,  having  a  natural  turn 
for  the  business  of  an  engineer.     All  that  he  says  he  did  under  my 
orders,  or  with  me,  I  know  to  be  true ;  what  he  did  under  General 
Jackson's  orders  I  partly  know  to  be  true,  and  believe  all  the  rest. 
He  has  only  enu»:  erated  a  part  of  the  expeditions  on  which  he  was  sent, 
which,  in  iact,  were  almost  incessant.     He  was  so  ready  and  capbale, 
and  so  prompt  and  successful,  that  he  was  almost  continuously  em- 
ployed, and  the  reports  which  he  drew  up  were  so  full  of  just  observa- 
tions, that  they  constituted  the  reliance  of  his  commanders  lor  the 
basis  of  important   operations.      While  an  officer  in   the  line,  and 
always  presenting  a  model  company,  he  was  yet  (without  the  name 
and  rank)  an  important  stafl"  officer,  and  then,  when  necessary,  a  skil- 
ful projector  of  defences  and  an  active  superintendent  of  the  execution. 
He  was  overemployed  and  overworked,  and  often  exposed  in  that  hot 
and  humid  climate,  and  got  his  disease  from  that  excessive  duty  and 
exposure.     If  he  had  lived  a  regular  garrison  life  with  his  company 
his  health  might  have  been  well  preserved  ;  but  excess  of  duty  laid  the 
foundations  of  the  ailments  which,  at  77,  leave  him  to  work  with  his 
hands — a  distressing  spectacle  to  me  to  see  an  old  officer  so  sufiering, 
whom  I  have  known  as  the  pride  of  the  field,  valient  in  battle,  skilful 
in  council,  a  model  on  parade,  and  always  modest  and  retiring.     I  saw 
the  commencement  of  his  disease  in  its  incipient  state,  for  lie  was  under 
a  permanent  invitation  to  be  with  me  in  my  tent  and  inihs,  where  I 
had  opportunities  of  seeing  how  his  health  was  affected.     Ni»  caso  has 
come  before  me  that  has  excited  my  feelings  so  strongly.     I  consider 
a  good  pension  most  richly  due  him,  earned  by  him,  independent  of 
the  disease  and  disability  he  "has  contracted.     All  that  he  says  of  Mr. 
Calhoun  and  General  Jesup  is  undoubtedly  true,  for  he  is  a  man  of 
such  entire  truth  and  honor  that  he  could  only  tell  things  as  they  are 
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MICHAEL  PAPPRENIZA. 

[To  accompany  J.  Res.  No.  22.] 


March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  Clinqman,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

i 

i  REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  letter  of 
the  Secretary  of  Sta4e  in  reference  to  the  claim  of  Michael  Papprenizay 
an  Austrian  srJtbject,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration  and  report: 

That  it  appears  from  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
note  of  Chevalier  Hiilseman,  minister  resident  of  Austria  in  the 
United  States,  that  Michael  Pappreniza,  an  Austrian  subject,  had 
been  established  for  a  number  of  years  in  New  Orleans  as  a  vender  of 
frnit;  that  on  the  night  of  the  21st  August,  1851,  an  attack  was 
made  upon  his  fruit  stall  in  St.  Mary's  market,  and  his  property  des- 
troyed by  some  riotous  persons  to  the  damage  of  $200,  under  an  im- 
pression that  he  was  a  Spaniard,  and  had  taken  part  with  the  Spanish 
government  in  the  Lopez  expedition  against  Cuba. 

Congress,  by  a  resolution  approved  3d  March,  1853,  (10th  vol. 
United  States  Statutes  at  Large,  262,)  requested  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  cause  an  investigation  as  to  any  losses  sustained  by 
the  consul  of  Spain,  or  other  persons  residing  at  New  Orleans,  or  at 
I  Key  West,  in  1851,  and  who  were  at  that  time  subjects  of  the  Queen 
*  of  Spain,  oy  the  violence  of  individuals,  arising  out  of  intelligence 
then  recently  received  of  the  execution  of  certain  persons,  at  Havana, 
hy  the  Spanish  authorities  at  that  island.  The  case  of  Pappreniza, 
being  an  Austrian  subject,  did  not  belong  to  those  provided  for  by 
this  resolution,  and  your  committee  see  no  good  reason  why  he  should 
not  be  indemnified  as  were  the  subjects  of  the  Queen  of  Spain,  and 
therefore  recommend  the  accompanying  resolution. 


2  EVEUNA  PORTBB. 

In  support  of  her  claim,  Dr.  Edmund  L.  Da  Barre  certifies  that  he 
was  attached  to  the  squadron  commanded  hy  Commodore  David  Porter, 
in  the  West  Indies,  for  the  suppression  of  piracy ;  that  said  Porter 
contracted  in  1823  a  violent  attack  of  yellow  fever  ;  his  life  was  de- 
spaired of;  his  system  was  totally  unable  to  react;  he  had  received 
many  severe  wounds  in  the  service ;  the  yellow  fever  reopened  old 
wounds,  and  his  left  cavish,  which  had  been  wounded  many  years  be- 
fore, suppurated,  and  pieces  of  bone  exfoliated ;  saw  him  again  in 
1824~'6  ;  his  health  was  then  precarious ;  his  stomach,  liver,  and 
bowels  very  much  deranged;  having  lived  in  the  cabin  of  the  '*Sea 
Guir'  with  him,  had  ample  opportunity  of  observing  the  condition  of 
his  system  ;  was  a  constant  witness  to  his  intense  sufferings  ;  saw  him 
again  in  1838  or  1839  ;  saw  the  breaking  up  of  his  physical  powers 
rapidly  advancing.  The  account  of  his  deatn  is  consistent  with  his 
view  of  the  case  from  the  beginning.  The  wound  on  the  scrotum, 
deranging  the  urinary  organs  and  obstructing  the  functions  of  the 
bladder,  of  itself  was  serious ;  but  attended  with  an  almost  total 
paralysis  of  the.  action  of  the  parts,  death  was  a  most  certain  result. 
That  his  death  is  wholly  attributable  to  wounds  received  and  diseases 
contracted  in  the  service,  in  the  actual  performance  of  his  duties,  hf 
has  not  the  slightest  doubt. 

G.  H.  Heap  certifies  that  he  resided  with  Commodore  David  Pert^ 
for  nine  months  previous  to  his  death,  in  constant  attendance  upon 
him  during  his  last  illness  up  to  his  death,  on  the  3d  of  March,  1843. 
His  death  was  caused  in  a  great  measure  by  a  disorder  of  the  bladder 
from  a  wound  produced  by  a  ball,  which  injured  the  relative  parts. 
During  his  last  illness  it  was  often  necessary  to  lift  him  out  of  bed 
twenty  times  a  night,  and  to  use  the  catheter  before  relieved  Hae 
no  doubt  his  death  was  caused  by  wounds  and  sickness  received  in  hie 
country's  service  by  the  obstruction  of  the  urethra  by  the  aforesaid 
wound,  aggravated  by  other  injuries,  and  especially  the  attack  of  yel- 
low fever  above  referred  to. 

George  A.  Porter  certifies  that  he  was  a  nephew  of  Commodon 
David  Porter ;  was  with  him  from  1830  to  the  day  of  his  death,  Marcl 
3, 1843 ;  resided  with  him  the  whole  time  he  lived  at  Constantinople: 
attended  him  during  his  illness,  and  was  present  when  he  died 
His  premature  death  was  attributed,  by  all  who  were  intimatelj 
acquainted  with  him,  to  the  zealous  discbarge  of  his  duties  in  th( 
naval  service. 

C.  W.  Goldsborough,  secretary  of  the  navy  commissioners,  statei 
that  Commodore  Porter  has  rendered  not  only  long  and  faithful,  bu 
extraordinary  services,  as  the  record  of  the  Navy  Department  wil 
fully  testify.  In  February,  1798,  he  was  a  midshipman  on  board  th< 
frigate  Constellation;  in  1800  was  promoted  to  first  lieutenant  of  thi 
Experiment.  That  in  an  engagement  off  old  Tripoli,  by  a  detach 
ment  of  the  vessels  of  the  squadron  under  command  of  Commodore 
B.  y.  Morris,  at  that  time  commanded  by  Lieutenant  Porter,  as  th< 
boats  approached  several  of  cur  men  were  killed  and  wounded,  amon{ 
the  latter  Lieutenant  Porter,  who  received  a  slight  wound  in  the  righ 
thigh  and  a  ball  through  the  left.  Commodore  Morris  reported  Lieu 
tenant  David  Porter  and  others  as  deserving  particular  distinction  oi 
the  occasion. 


4  EVELINA  POSTER. 

ihat  of  August  11,  1848,  (in  which  all  the  acts  granting  navy  pen- 
sions to  widows  are  merged,  and  pensions  granted  for  life,  or  during 
widowhood,^  are  now  construed  by  the  department  to  embrace  none 
but  those  wnose  husbands  die  in  the  naval  service  of  wounds,  &c., 
received  by  them  while  in  the  line  of  duty. 

Such  is  the  construction  given  to  those  acts  by  Attorney  Greneral 
Butler,  in  his  opinion  of  July  10,  1838,  (see  3  Opinions  of  Attorneys 
General,  page  338,^  although  he  says :  ^'  I  confess  I  see  no  great 
justice  in  such  restriction." 

Memorialist's  claim  is  therefore  established  by  indisputable  testi- 
mony, in  conformity  with  the  rules  of  the  department,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  existing  acts  of  Congress,  with  the  exception  of  the  single 
fact  that  said  David  Porter  did  not  die  in  the  naval  service. 

In  the  House  op  Rbprbsbntativbs,  April  16,  1856, 

Mr.  Andrew  Ouver,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made 

the  following  report : 

The  Committee  (m  Invalid  Pensions ^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  Evelina  Porter^  widow  of  Commodore  David  Porter^  deceased, 
iate  of  the  United  States  navy,  praying  that  her  name  may  be  placed 
upon  the  navy  pension  rdly  have  had  the  subject  under  oonsid^raiion^ 
and  respectfully  report : 

That  your  committee  deem  it  unnecessary  to  enter  into  a  detailed 
statement  of  the  long,  faithful,  and  extraordinary  public  services  of 
Commodore  David  rorter  as  a  naval  officer.  His  career  forms  a 
prominent  feature  in  our  naval  history.  No  man  has  done  more  to 
build  up  its  reputation,  and  no  country  can  boast  a  superior  naval 
commander. 

After  a  careful  and  thorough  examination  of  the  testimony  in  this 
case,  your  committee  find  that  Commodore  Porter,  then  a  lieutenant 
in  the  naval  service  of  the  United  States,  while  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duties  in  an  action  with  several  brigand  barges  in  the  West  Indies, 
in  1800,  received  a  wound  in  his  left  shoulder,  and  in  an  engagement 
off  old  Tripoli,  in  1803.  received  a  slight  wound  in  his  right  thigh, 
and  a  ball  through  the  left,  which,  with  the  effects  of  a  violent  attack 
of  yellow  fever,  contracted  while  in  command  of  the  United  States 
squadron  for  the  suppression  of  piracy  in  the  West  India  seas  in 
1823,  brought  on  him  diseases  which  caused  his  death  ;  that  Com- 
modore Porter  died  at  Constantinople,  in  1843,  in  the  diplomatic  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States  ;  that  he  was  married  to  the  memorialist, 
Evelina,  in  1808  ;  and  that  she  still  survives  him. 

Your  committee  further  report,  that  the  act  of  Congress  granting 
navy  pensions  to  widows  only  provides  for,  and  is  construed  by  the 
department  only  to  embrace,  widows  whose  husbands  die  in  the  naval 
service  of  diseases  contracted  or  injuries  received  by  them  while  in  the 
line  of  their  duty.  Commodore  Porter,  therefore,  not  having  died  in 
the  naval  service  of  the  country,  his  widow  is  not  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  the  act,  although  the  disease  which  caused  his  death  was 
contracted  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty  in  that  service.  Your  com- 
mittee see  no  justice  in  such  restriction. 


36m  OoHOBaBS,  1   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.   (  Rbpo&t 
IttSeatioH.     $  {  Ko.  212. 


SILAS  STEVENS. 

(To  MMinptiiy  nil  H.  B.  No.  4S9.] 


March  26,  1868. 


Mr.  Andebsok,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  an  Invalid  Pensions  ^  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
and  accompanying  papers  in  the  case  of  SHas  Stevens,  of  Virginia ^ 
report: 

That  the  memorialist  states  that  he  entered  the  service  aboufc  the 
Ist  September,  1812,  in  the  company  of  Captain  Jas.  Morran,  in 
Colonel  Dadley  Evans'  regiment  of  Virginia  militia;  that  ne  was 
marched  to  the  northwest  to  join  General  Harrison  ;  that  at  a  small 
Tillage,  called  Delaware,  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  he  was  taken  sick,  where 
he  remained  six  weeks,  not  being  able  to  perform  duty  as  a  soldier^ 
and  there  being  no  prospect  that  he  ever  would  be,  he  was  discharged 
and  left  to  get  home  as  best  he  could. 

The  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  certifies  that  the  name  of  Silas 
Stevens  appears  on  the  roll  of  Captain  James  Morgan's  company  of 
Virginia  militia,  from  the  19th  September,  1812,  to  the  30th  ISovem- 
ber,  1812,  mustered  present  without  remark,  on  subsequent  rolls,  does 
not  appear. 

A  certificate  is  given  by  James  Biggs,  surgeon's  mate,  22d  regiment 
of  Virginia  militia,  stating  the  number  of  rations  that  were  due  Silas 
Stevens,  while  in  confinement  by  sickness  at  Delaware,  from  the  5th 
of  January  to  the  4th  February,  inclusive.  There  is  no  date  to  said 
certificate,  but  it  has  the  appearance  of  an  old  paper. 

Surgeons  Joseph  A.  McLane  and  Isaac  Scott  certify  that  he  is  one- 
half  disabled. 

A.  Dewart,  Nathaniel  Reed  and  Henry  Watson,  who  were  with 
him  in  the  service,  swear  to  his  being  sick  during  the  service,  and 
therein  believe  that  the  sickness  at  that  time  produced  the  disease  with 
which  he  is  now  afflicted.  They  have  known  him  intimately  since 
his  sickness  at  Delaware. 

The  Hon.  Z.  Kidwell,  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  certifies  to  the 
high  character  of  the  applicant,  as  also  to  that  of  all  the  witnesses. 

X  our  committee  report  a  bill  granting  a  pension  of  four  dollars  per 
month  from  February  1,  1858,  and  to  continue  during  life. 


35th  Oonorbbs,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    5    Report 
\H  Session.     S  (No.   213. 


BERIAH  WRIGHT. 

[To  aooompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  460.] 


March  26,  1868. 


Mr.  Ahdbrsoh,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Jh  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  tvas  r^erred  the  petition 
and  accompanying  papers  in  the  case  of  Beriah  Wright^  of  the  State 
cf  New  York  J  report: 

That  he  was  in  service  in  the  United  States  army  as  a  corporal,  and 
he  testifies  himself,  very  clearly,  that  owing  to  exposure  for  want  of 
tents  and  clothing,  he  was  attacked  with  rheumatism  so  severely,  that 
Uajor  Bayly,  commanding  the  regiment,  allowed  him  to  procure  a 
inbstitute  and  return  to  his  home,  some  4  or  5  weeks  before  the  expi- 
Hition  of  his  term  of  service ;  which  fact  is  shown  by  the  major's 
^davit. 

The  term  of  service  commenced  May  19, 1813,  and  Corporal  Wright 
left  in  the  winter  of  1813-' 14  to  go  home. 

Dr.  Kenrick  testifies  that  Wright  left  home  in  ffood  health,  robust 
ftod  vigorous,  and  returned  for  medical  advice ;  his  complaint  was 
rheamatism ;  and  that  it  has  disabled  him,  the  said  Wright,  one-half 
or  three-quarters. 

David  Palmer,  another  physician,  testifies  that  said  Wright  is 
disabled  from  same  cause  one-half. 

These  gentlemen  are  certified  by  justices  of  the  peace  as  physicians 
rf  good  repute. 

Amos  W.  Brown,  a  lieutenant  in  the  31st  United  States  infantry, 
the  regiment  in  which  Wright  served,  swears  to  the  disability  of 
Wright  having  been  incurred  m  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and 
in  the  line  of  his  duty. 

The  Hon.  Francis  B.  Spinner,  a  member  of  this  House,  files  a  letter 
in  which  he  refers  to  the  extreme  poverty  of  the  petitioner ;  he  is  per- 
•onally  acquainted  with  Wright,  and  believes  that  his  case  is  truly  a 
meritorious  one.  Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  peti- 
tioner is  entitled  to  a  pension  of  $4  per  month,  from  the  16th  day  of 
February,  1868.    They  therefore  report  a  bill. 


2  BERUH  WEIGHT. 

Thbtpord,  February  27,  1857. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  favor  of  the  4th  instant,  in  relatioi>  to  Beriah 
Wright's  petition  for  a  pension  is  received,  and  I  have  been  endeavor- 
ing to  find  some  individuals  who  coald  recollect  facts  that  would  help 
to  substantiate  his  case ;  but  it  is  so  long  since  his  enlistment  and 
return  from  the  service,  that  nearly  all  the  old  men  who  knew  him  at 
that  early  period,  and  lived  in  his  immediate  vicinity,  are  either  de- 
ceased or  have  removed  to  other  parts.  I  have  found  three  or  four 
persons,  however,  whose  testimony  may  do  some  good  in  the  matter. 
The  most  that  any  one  can  say  will  be,  that  Wright,  before  goins  into 
the  army  was  considered  t^i  be  a  very  vigorous,  healthy  man,  and  able 
to  perform  a  great  deal  of  hard  labor;  but  that  after  his  return,  quite 
soon  after,  they  heard  him  complain  of  severe  pain  and  rheumatism 
in  his  back  and  hips,  saying  that  he  t^ook  the  disease  by  exposure  in 
the  service,  and  that  he  seemed  unable  to  labor  as  he  formerly  did. 
There  is  no  one  here  now  who  was  with  him  in  the  army,  and  no 
physician  who  prescribed  for  him.  On  account  of  this  difficulty,  the 
affidavits  of  Drs.  Kendrick  and  Palmer,  already  filed,  furnish  all  the 
testimony  that  can  be  had  from  physicians.  1  think,  in  the  course  of 
a  week  or  two  from  this  time^  I  shall  collect  all  the  testimony  that  can 
be  procured  in  this  vicinity,  and  I  will  forward  it  to  Hon.  F.  E. 
Spinner,  M.  C. 

I  hardly  think  that  matters  of  this  kind  will  receive  any  attention 
in  Congress  until  the  great  questions  now  pending  are  disposed  of. 
I  had  hoped  that  a  general  act  would  pass  in  favor  of  all  these  men 
who  served  in  the  war  of  1812,  to  be  placed  on  the  pension  list. 

I  shall,  with  pleasure,  do  all  in  my  power  to  aid  my  old  friend  and 
neighbor,  Wright,  in  his  afflictions.  He  was  accounted  a  worthy 
man  and  good  citizen ;  while  here  held  the  commission  of  major  in 
the  militia  organization. 

Please  say  to  him,  when  you  see  him,  that  I  remain  his  friend. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

S.  SHORT. 

William  A.  Dabt,  esq. 


^QBJEsa,  I    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    \  Report 
sian.     S  i  No.  214. 


JOHN  LEE. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  461.] 


March  26,  1858. 


HFFEE,  from  the  (Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 
following 

REPORT. 

nmiUee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  John  Lee  for  a  pension^  ask  leave  to  rqport: 

said  Lee,  under  the  name  of  John  Richards,  a  private,  en* 
to  the  service  for  the  war  on  the  3d  of  Fehruary,  1813,  in  the 
tgiment  of  United  States  infantrji;,  and  has  been  traced  on  the 
his  company  up  to  the  15th  of  May,  1815.  Said  Lee  fought 
dtched  battles :   Battle  of  Williamsburg,  in  said  regiment,  in 

Covington's  brigade;  at  Fort  Erie;  at  Chippewa,  Queens- 
ad  Fort  George;  at  Bridgewater,  or  Lundy's  Lane;  the  siege 
Erie,  which  lasted  fifty  or  sixty  days ;  and  was  in  the  fight 
'ort  Erie  was  blown  up,  and  at  the  sortie  near  said  fort  when 
my's  batteries  were  taken  and  blown  up  by  the  American 

It  further  appears  that  in  said  ninth  regiment,  at  said  battle 
ly's  Lane,  that  all  of  said  Lee's  company,  with  the  exception 
elf  and  one  other  private,  were  either  killed,  wounded,  or  left 
1  before  the  termination  of  said  battle.  From  the  proof  it 
appears  that  at  said  battle,  and  in  the  night  time,  he  was  hit 
isket  ball  in  the  left  shoulder  and  badly  injured;  that  in  con- 
e  of  said  injury  his  left  arm  and  hand  have  become  almost 
1.  For  the  foregoing  reasons  the  committee  believe  the  said 
jee  justly  entitled  to  the  relief  prayed  for,  and  report  the 
Einying  bill,  and  recommend  that  the  same  pass. 


35m  OoNGBBBS,  I    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J  Rkpobt 
IH  Session.     )  (  No.  215. 


JAMES  FUGATE. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  462.] 


March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  Chaffee,  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensiona,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  James  Fugaie^  of  Missouri  ^  report: 

That  it  appears,  from  the  papers  submitted,  that  James  Fugate  was 
placed  on  the  invalid  pension  roll,  by  a  special  act  of  Congress,  at  the 
rate  of  four  dollars  per  month.  By  the  certificate  of  George  Johnson, 
surgeon  United  States  marine  hospital  at  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  it  is 
shown  that  said  James  Fugate  is  wholly  disabled.  Your  committee 
are  of  the  opinion  that  his  pension  should  be  increased  to  a  Ml  pension, 
of  eight  dollars  per  month,  and  therefore  report  a  bill  to  that  effect. 


35IH  CoHOEBBS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
IH  Session.     ]  I  No.  216. 


ELMIRA  WHITE. 

[To  aocompany  Bill  H.  B.  No.  463.] 


March  26,  1868. 


Xr.  Chaffee,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  j  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition  of 
Elmira  White,  widow  of  Captain  Thomas  B.  White,  report : 

That  thej  have  examined  the  same,  together  with  the  evidence  ac- 
companying it,  and  are  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  a  case  justifying  the 
]  &Torable  action  of  Congress.     They  adopt  the  report  made  by  the 
Committee    on  Invalid  Pensions  at  the  3d  session  of  the  34th  Con- 
gress in  the  case. 

In  THE  House  of  REPRBSENTAnvEs,  January  10,  1857. 

Ifr.  Florence,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following  report : 

the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Elmira  White,  ask  leave  to  svbmit  the  fodowing  report : 

Your  committee  have  carefully  examined  and  considered  the  peti- 
tion, papers,  and  evidence  accompanying  the  same,  and  find  that 
Thomas  R.  White  entered  the  service  as  a  captain  of  volunteers,  at 
twenty-three  years  of  age,  in  good  health  and  a  robust  constitution,  in 
the  month  of  December,  1812,  and  marched  early  in  the  spring  of 
1813  to  the  Canadian  frontier,  where  he  was  taken  sick  with  fever  and 
c^e  and  diarrhoea— diseases  both  prevalent  and  fatal  with  our  troops 
in  that  campaign — and  which  so  reduced  him  that  he  was  obliged  to 
leave  the  service  in  the  most  feeble  condition  of  health.  His  barber, 
the  nurse  who  attended  him  in  his  last  sickness,  and  his  attending 
physician,  all  testify  that  his  disease  wfiw  contracted  while  in  the  line 
of  duty,  and  in  consequence  thereof  he  was  disabled  from  any  further 
■errice,  almost  entirely  deprived  of  the  performance  of  any  sort  of 
hnainesB  by  which  to  obtain  a  subsistence  throughout  the  remnant  of 


2  ELMIRA    WHITE. 

his  days.  He  was  honorably  discharged  from  the  service^  lingered  in 
feehle  nealth,  and  died  young,  leaving  a  widow,  the  petitioner,  who  is 
still  his  widow,  in  needy  circumstances,  compelled  to  support  herself 
and  two  young  children,  and  who  is  now  advanced  in  years. 

Your  committee  can  conceive  little  or  no  distinction  between  the 
soldier  who  falls  by  the  hand  of  the  enemy  and  the  one  who  falls  by  a 
prevailing  epidemic  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty. 

And  your  committee,  from  a  view  of  the  evidence  in  the  case,  and 
all  the  facts  which  have  come  to  their  knowledge,  are  of  the  opinion 
that  this  claim  is  highly  meritorious,  and  that  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioner ought  to  be  granted.  They  therefore  report  the  accompanying 
bill. 


35th  Cohqkess,  }     HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.    J  Report 
la  Seaaion.     \  I  No.  217. 


i 


CORNELIUS  H.  LATHAM. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  464.] 


March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  0.  A.  Morse,  from  the  Ciommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Involid  Pensions^  to  whom  tvaa  referred  the  petition 
of  Cornelius  AT.  Latham^  beg  leave  to  report  : 

That  it  appears  that  the  petitioner  was,  by  special  act  of  Congress 
for  his  relief,  approved  July  17,  1854,  placed  on  the  pension  list,  at 
the  rate  of  four  dollars  per  month,  on  account  of  disease  contracted 
while  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  as  a 
private  in  Captain  E.  Y .  Sumner's  company  of  United  States  dragoons. 

The  petitioner  now  states  that  the  said  disease  has  continued  to  this 
time,  and  renders  him  unable  to  perform  any  labor.  He  presents  the 
affidavits  of  two  physicians,  who  are  certified  to  be  reputable  in  their 
profession,  who  state  that  he  is  not  only  still  disabled,  but,  in  conse- 
quence, is  disabled  to  a  degree  amounting  to  a  total  disability. 

Your  committee,  believing  the  case  to  be  one  entitled  to  the  favora- 
ble consideration  of  Congress,  beg  leave  to  submit  the  accompanying 
bill  for  his  relief. 


\ 


3SfH  CoKGBBBB,  )  HOUSB  OF  BEPBEBEKTATIVES.    (   B^obt 
M/Sswtbn.     )  {No.  218. 


EDWARD  N.  KENT. 

[To  ftecompany  BUI  H.  R.  No.  465.] 


Maboh  26,  1858. 


ttr.  Ma<3lat,  from  the  Committee  on  Patents^  made  tbe  following 
REPORT. 

tk  CommiUte  on  Patents  ^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Edward 
N.  Kent  J  present  the  f  Mowing  report : 

Kr.  Kent  is  the  inventor  of  an  apparatus  for  separating  gold  and 
rilver  from  foreign  substances,  which  he  has  patented  under  two  sev- 
eral patents,  dated  December  4,  1855,  and  February  26,  1856. 
,  This  apparatus  was  introduced  into  the  United  States  assay  office 
JB  August,  1855,  and  the  benefits  arising  from  its  use  were  such  as  to 
kivLoe  the  director  of  the  Mint  at  Philadelphia  to  request  Professor 
Booth,  the  melter  and  refiner  of  the  mint,  to  visit  the  assay  office, 
^mine  the  apparatus,  and  furnish  him  with  a  report.     Professor 
Booth  p3rformed  this  duty,  giving  to  the  director  of  the  mint  a 
^tailed  description  of  the  machine  and  its  operations,  and  also  a 
^tement  of  its  value  for  sweep-washing  in  the  United  States  Mint, 
its  advantages  in  the  saving  of  space,  time,  and  the  loss  of  many  of 
the  finer  partides  of  gold  and  silver  in  the  process  of  their  liberation 
&oin  quarts  or  other  hard  substances,  and  concluding  his  report  with 
^lie  following  recommendation : 

''In  consideration  of  economy  in  time,  in  labor  and  in  space,  of 
^Hatoess  and  health  of  workmen,  and  of  greater  efficiency  in  cleaning 
^^ins  of  gold  and  diminishing  wastage,  I  recommend  the  machine 
UiTented  by  Mr.  Kent  for  introduction  into  the  minting  establish- 
ments of  the  United  States.  It  will  be  observed  that  this  recom- 
mendation is  made  without  reference  te  saving  in  the  sale  of  sweeps, 
^hich  I  believe,  however,  will  result  from  the  use  of  this  machine." 
This  report  was  so  favorable  as  to  induce  the  director  of  the  Mint^ 
^th  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  order  the  ap- 
t>aratu8  to  oe  introduced  into  all  the  principal  minting  eeiiablishments 
^  the  United  States,  in  which  it  has  been^  and  oontmues  now  to  be^ 
in  successful  operation,  and,  according  to  the  testimony  of  the  officers 
tyf  the  Mint  axid  assay  office,  wifli  great  pecuniary  benefit  to  the  gov- 
wnmeiik 


SDWABD  K.  KSIIT. 


UirnpsD  SxAVBs  Aqbat  OwfujEj 

Nem  York,  JDeoiBmber  5,  185$. 

Dbab  Sib  :  I  entirely  approve  of  joar  pnrpoee  to  make  applicatioB 
to  Congress  for  suitable  compensation  for  the  sweep-washing  machine 
inventra  by  you,  and  which  is  now  in  nse  at  this  office  and  at  the 
Mint. 

Having  been  cognizant  of  the  investigations  and  experiments  which 
led  to  this  invention,  and  believing  that  your  labors  in  this  respect 
were  additional  to  those  required  in  the  discharge  of  your  official 
duties,  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  government  should  compen- 
sate you  for  the  benefits  it  has  received  at  your  hands. 

Of  the  practical  working  of  your  machine,  and  the  saving  to  the 
government  eifected  by  its  use  at  this  office,  I  will  cheerfully  testify, 
if  it  should  be  deemed  desirable. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  F.  BDTTERWORTH, 
Superiniemlml. 
Edwabd  N.  Kbnt,  Esq., 

New  York. 


Mint  of  the  United  States, 

PhUaddphiay  December  9,  1856. 

Sir  :  I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  5th  inst.  In  my  communi- 
cation of  the  15th  October,  1855,  to  Mr.  Butter  worth,  the  superintend- 
ent of  the  assay  office  at  New  York,  I  expressed  an  opinion  highly 
favorable  to  the  introduction  of  your  improved  apparatus  for  separat- 
ing gold  and  silver^  with  the  minting  establishments  of  the  Unite4 
States.  The  expectations  then  expressed  have  been  fully  realized. 
Since  last  spring  we  have  had  your  excellent  apparatus  in  constant 
use  at  the  Mint  of  the  United  States,  and,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  it  will  be  used  at  the  branch  mints  at  Saa 
Francisco  and  New  Orleans.  The  apparatus  for  these  institutiona 
being  none  in  the  course  of  construction. 

I  regard  the  process  you  have  invented  as  a  decided  improvement 
upon  the  apparatus  heretofore  used  for  separating  gold  from  the  mint 
sweeps  ;  and  its  introduction  into  the  minting  establishments  of  the 
United  States  has  been,  and  will  continue  to  be,  of  advantage  to  the 
government  on  the  score  of  economy.  I  may  add,  also,  that  it  per- 
forms the  work  with  greater  neatness  and  efficiency  than  the  machines 
heretofore  used. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  BOSS  SNOWDEN, 

Director  cfthe  UnU^d  States  Mint. 

Edward  N.  Kent,  Esq., 

New  York. 


6  MDWASD  ST.  van. 

Haying  been  connected  with  the  assay  office  from  its  establish- 
ment, and  having  seen  the  old  method  used,  as  well  as  the  netr,  I 
am  able  to  give  a  decided  opinion  as  to  their  comparative  merits.  By 
the  former  plan  of  operating  an  immense  quantity  of  black  dust  was 
liberated  and  diffused  through  the  entire  building.  It  was  exceed- 
ingly annoying  to  all  the  operators,  and  especially  to  the  assistant 
assay ers  and  the  workmen  in  the  laboratory,  whose  apartqients  were 
near  to  the  mills  and  sifting  apparatus.  The  dust  was  also  iojurious  to 
the  health  of  the  men,  and  one  of  them  fell  a  victim  to  its  effects  on  his 
lun^s.  Since  your  apparatus  has  superseded  the  old  arrangements, 
we  have  been  almost  entirely  free  from  the  auuoyance  of  dust,  and 
the  men  no  longer  complain. 

Your  apparatus  is  constructed  on  the  soundest  principles  of  me- 
chanical and  chemical  science,  and  is,  I  think,  hardly  susceptible  of 
much  improvement. 

As  to  the  comparative  economy  of  the  old  and  new  processes,  the 
records  of  this  office  will  show  conclusively  that  your  apparatus  has 
been  the  means  of  saving  a  handsome  sum  to  the  government. 
I  am,  my  dear  sir,  truly  yours, 

JOHN  TORRET. 

E.  N.  Kent,  Esq. 


Unttbd  States  Assay  Office, 

New  York,  December  12,  1857- 

Sir:  I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  1st  instant,  and  now  comply 
with  your  request  to  furnish  ^ou  an  official  statement  of  the  workmg 
of  your  sweep-washing  machine  since  its  introduction  into  this  office. 

I  find  that  the  system  of  sweep-washing  in  use  at  this  office  prior 
to  July,  1855,  involved  the  labor  of  three  men  in  washing,  sifting, 
&c.,  a  considerable  amount  of  fuel,  crucibles,  fluxes,  and  labor  in 
fluxing,  and  a  loss  on  the  sale  of  the  sweeps  of  31^^  P^'  ^^^'  ^^  i^ 
gross  value  at  35  cents  per  pound.  The  fairest  way  to  determine  the 
value  of  your  invention  is  to  compare  its  working  with  the  old 
system,  and  thus  show  what  saving  has  been  effected  by  the  change. 
With  this  view  I  have  to  submit  the  following  statement  of  the  actual 
expenses  attending  our  sweep  operations  since  the  introduction  of 
your  machine  in  July,  1855,  compared  with  the  expenses  incident  to 
the  old  system  for  the  same  period,  and  upon  the  same  amount  of 
material,  as  determined  by  our  former  experience.  From  July  1. 
1855,  to  October  31,  1857,  the  amount  of  sweeps  produced  and  sola 
at  this  office  was  287  barrels,  weighing  98,514  pounds.  The  follow- 
ing comparison  of  the  working  of  your  machine  with  the  old  system, 
exhibits  the  saving  effected  under  tnree  several  heads,  viz^ : 


BDWABD  N.  KENT. 


Kent's  machine. 

Old  qrstem. 

July  1,  1866.  to  Oct. 
1,  1857. 

Estimated  for  same 
period. 

ibor  of  Bweep-wMhing  ............. 

$1,460  00 

300  00 

4,300  00 

$4,380  00 

7,000  0$ 

10,800  00 

ractUes,  fluxes,  and  labor........... 

OH  on  sale  of  sweeps.... ..••...••.. 

TV>tal 

6,060  00 

22, 180  00 

%e  sboTe  comparison  shows  a  very  material  saving  by  the  use  of 
r  machine  in  each  of  the  items,  the  expense  of  crucibles  and  fluxing 
ig  almost  entirely  obviated.  The  aggregate  saving  at  this  office 
»  the  introduction  of  your  apparatus  has  been  over  $16,000,  or 
f  nearly  $7,000  per  year. 

n  view  of  the  foregoing  statement,  which  I  believe  to  be  less 
>rable  to  your  invention  than  a  rigid  calculation  would  show,  the 
K>rtance  of  securing  for  the  government  a  right  to  its  use  is  mani- 
.  I  do  not  hesitate,  therefore,  to  express  my  approval  of  your 
pose  to  ask  Congress  for  compensation  for  the  use  of  your  machine 
he  several  mint  establishopents,  and  the  hope  that  your  applica- 
i  may  be  successful. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

SAM.  F.  BUTTEBWORTH, 

SupertfUendent. 
inwAAD  N.  E^SNT,  Esq., 

New  York. 


Mint  of  thb  UKiiBn  Statbb, 

Philadelphia,  December  21,  1857. 

^R  Sir:  In  reply  to  your  recent  letter  I  take  pleasure  in  stating 
^  the  opinion  I  have  heretofore  given,  that  your  sweep- washing 
aratus  is  highly  advantageous  and  economical  to  the  Mint,  is  fully 
firmed  by  subsequent  experience. 

he  statement  I  gave  you  on  a  former  occasion  was  predicated  upon 
operations  during  six  months,  as  compared  with  the  older  process 
ing  a  like  period.  We  have  now  had  an  experience  of  about 
iteen  months,  and  I  am  well  satisfied  that  the  saving  effected  by 
use  of  your  machine  is  at  the  rate  of,  at  least,  sixteen  hundred 
ars  per  annum. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  BOSS  SNOWDEN, 

Diredoro/ihelRfa 
iDWARD  N.  KiNT,  Esq., 

2ir$wYin*. 


S  EDWABD  K.  MXtPf, 

MiKT  OF  THB   (TnITBD  StAT89| 

PhUaddphia,  January  2,  1858. 

8ni :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  28th 
nltimo,  and  to  state  that  I  have  not  received  any  reports  from  New 
Orleans,  nor  from  San  Francisco,  as  to  the  workings  of  your  sweep 
mparatus.  The  difference  between  the  economical  resnlts  obtained  at 
the  Mint  and  at  the  assay  office,  to  which  yon  refer,  may  be  due  to  tiie 
fiict  that  the  Mint  sweeps  contain  a  larger  proportion  of  silver,  oitf 
Operations  being  considerably  greater  in  that  metal  than  in  gold. 

I  be^  to  refer  to  my  letters  of  the  15th  of  October,  1855  ;  the  9th  of 
December,  1856 ;  and  the  21st  of  December  last,  as  presenting  my 
opinion  of  your  excellent  apparatus. 

I  am,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMBS  BOSS  SNOWDEN, 
Dirtctor  of  the  MnU. 

Prof.  Edward  N.  Ebnt, 

New  York. 


U.  S.  Assay  Owice,  Krw  Yobk,* 
JVea^irer'a  Departmentj  Jcmuary  16,  1858. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  vour  request  of  the  29th  ultimo,  I  taM 
pleasure  in  stating  that  the  nooks  of  my  office  show  a  very  consider- 
able saving  in  the  sale  of  our  sweeps  since  the  introduction  of  your 
sweepHsaving  machine.  This  is  owmg,  as  you  well  know,  to  the  im** 
poverishment  which  it  effects  in  the  sweeps  before  they  come  into  my 
nands  for  sale.  Formerly^  when  the  sweeps  contained  gold  and  silver 
worth  from  thirty-five  to  forty  cents  per  pound,  their  sale  was  attended 
with  a  loss  of  from  ten  to  twelve  cents  per  pound.  The  value  of  our 
sweep  is  now  only  about  seven  cents  per  pound,  and  I  find  our  recent 
sales  of  these  impoverished  sweeps  are  attended  with  a  loss  of  less 
than  five  cents  per  pound.  The  saving  thus  effected  in  this  single 
item  of  ^^  loss  on  sale  "  is  about  six  cents  per  pound.  The  sweeps  of 
1857,  amount  to  about  fifty  thousand  pounds,  showing  an  aggregate 
saving  of  about  $3,000. 

What  I  have  said  abovfe  relates  only  to  the  dimintition  of  **  loss  on 
ifole"  of  sweep  since  the  introduction  of  your  machine.  I  am  well 
aware  that  it  effects  an  important  saving  in  the  labor  and  materials 
employed  ;  but  as  this  does  not  iall  under  my  official  notice,  I  am  un- 
able to  state  its  extent. 

I  have  no  hesitation  in  testifying  to  the  value  of  yotir  invention,  nor 
in  expressing  my  conviction  that  you  are  fully  entitled  to  receive  from 
Congress  a  reasonable  compensation  fot  its  use  at  this  office  and  at  the 
mints. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obediedt  servant, 

JOHN  J.  CISCO, 

Treasurer. 

Bdwabd  N.  EeitT;  Esq., 

New  York. 


35th  CoNQRKSs,  >     laOUSE  Oy  BEPBB8ENTATIVE8.    J  Report 
IH  Session.     \  '  ^  No.  219. 


LAURENT  MILLAUDON. 

[ro  rtccompany  Bill  S.  81.1 


March  26,  1858. 


Mr.  Sandidgb,  from  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  made 

the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  concurring  in  the  report 
made  hy  the  Senate's  committee  on  their  Bill  No.  81,  referred  to  tliis 
committee,  adopt  it  as  their  own,  and  report  the  hill  hack  to  the 
Hoase,  without  amendment,  and  ask  its  favorable  consideration. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  January  21,  1858. 

Mr.  Benjamin  made  the  following  report,  to  accompany  Bill  8.  81  r 

Tie  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims j  to  whom  was  re/erred  the 
^^ petition  of  Laurent  Millaudon,  praying  confirmation  of  his  title  to 
certain  lands  in  Alabama,*'  have  had  the  same  under  consideration ^ 
and  submit  the  foUotaing  report : 

The  committee  find  the  facts  in  this  case  set  forth  in  a  report  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Clay,  of  Alabama,  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  at  the  2d  session  of  the  25th  Congress,  (Senate  Documents, 
▼ol.  4,  i837-*38,)  which  are  as  follows:  **  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  1812,  authorizing  the  investigation  of  land  titles  south  of  the 
Slfit  degree,  and  east  of  the  Mississippi,  an  individual,  without  any 
authority  for  so  doing,  filed  two  alleged  Spanish  permits  for  lands  on 
the  east  side  of  the  Mobile  bay,  in  favor  of  J.  B.  Lorendine  in  the 
behalf  of  the  Baron  de  Feriot ;  these  claims  were  favorably  reported 
upon  by  Commissioner  Crawford,"  and  communicated  to  the  House 
•of  Representatives  on  the  5th  day  of  January,  1816 ;  in  which  re- 
port the  said  claims  were  numbered  90  and  'j1  of  the  3d  class. — 
(American  State  Papers,  Public  Lands,  vol.  3,  page  11.)  **  Subsequent 
to  this  report,  but  before  Congress  had  any  action  thereon,  one  Arthur 
L.  Simms  became  the  purchas'jr  of  the  right  of  De  Feriot  to  the  lands ; 
tndon  the  3d  of  March,  1819,  Congress  passed  an  aotgenfirming  all 
f  the  claims  so  favorably  reported  by  the  Commissioner ;  and,  under 
that  act,  the  claims  were  regularly  surveyed  by  the  proper  officers  in 
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1830,  and  confirmed  bj  the  surveyor  general  in  1836,  and  are  repre- 
sented on  the  plats  of  the  public  surveys  as  the  De  Feriot  claims,  in 
township  C  south,  of  range  two  east,  in  the  St.  Stephen's  district, 
Alabama.     Subsequent  to  this,  to  wit :  on  the  20th  of  March,  1837, 
Laurent  Millaudon,  relying  upon  the  representations  made  to  him  of 
the  genuineness  of  those  claims,  and  upon  .all  the  previous  action  of 
the  oflScers  of  the  government  and  of  Congress,  by  which  they  were 
declared  to  be  valid  and  good  titles,  and  as  covering  lands  to  which 
the  government  had  no  claim,  became  the  purchaser  of  certain  por- 
tions of  the  same  from  Simms.     Doubts  having  afterwards  arisen  as 
to  the  justice  of  these  claims,  with  a  view  of  securing  the  lands,  pre- 
emption floats  were  laid  thereon.    Under  the  titles  thus  purchased  by 
Mr.  Millaudon,  and  believed  by  him  to  be  most  unimpeachable,  he 
went  on  in  making  the  most  extensive  preparations  to  establish  a  dty 
upon  those  lands,  and  it  appears  to  the  committee,  from  the  evidence 
adduced  by  him,  that  in  this  enterprise  he  has  already  actually  ex- 
pended upwards  of  $100,000.     In  March  last,  the  question  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  De  Feriot  titles  being  brought  before  the  General  Land 
Office  for  consideration,  that  office  required  a  report  from  the  land 
officers  at  St.  Stephens,  upon  all  the  facts  and  evidence  in  the  case; 
and  it  satisfactorily  appearing  from  that  report  and  accompanying 
documents  that  these  claims  of  De  Feriot  were  fraudulent  in  them- 
selves, one  purporting   to  be  founded  on   a  grant  from  Cayetano 
Perez,  in  1800,  when  he  was  first  in  office,  for  twenty-two  days,  in 
December,  1803,  as  commandant^  ad  interim,  and  was  not  in  office  aa 
<5ommandant  of  the  post  until  1809,  and  the  other  being  only  a  per- 
oiission  for  the  temporary  use  of  a  tract  of  six  or  seven  arpents  on  the 
Bayou  Fra,  or  Froid,  for  a  cowpen,  for  the  security  of  cattle  during 
vAn  apprehended  incursion  of  a  band  of  Indians,  the  General  Land 
•Office  decided  that  the  De  Feriot  titles,  being  fraudulent,  conveyed 
no  title  to  the  present  holders  under  them.     In  the  correctness  of  thifi 
decision  (if  the  question  had  been  an  original  one,  and  independent  o  ■ 
the  act  of  the  Commissioner  and  the  act  of  CSongress  of  1819)  the  coni- 
mittee,  after  examining  the  report  and  documents  upon  which  it  i- 
founded,  fully  concur,  as  they  also  do  in  the  decision  of  the  sam^ 
office,  that  as  the  lands  were  represented  upon  the  plats  as  private 
claims,  and  have  not  been  surveyed  into  sections,  &c.,  as  public 
lands,  they  were  not  subject  to  be  floated  on  under  the  provisions  (p 
the  pre-emption  law,  and  no  right  to  the  land  was  acquired  by  thos* 
.floats  being  placed  thereon. 

^^From  these  decisions  it  results  that  Mr.  Millaudon,  an  innocen 
purchaser  of  title,  which  he  had  every  reason  to  believe,  from  all  th« 
previous  action  of  the  government  thereon,  was  a  perfect  one,  afte: 
an  outlay  of  upwards  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  upon  the  land 
now  finds  that  that  title,  if  not  void,  is  at  least  questionable,  and  tha 
all  his  expenditure  is  upon  lands,  perhaps,  belonging  to  the  Unite( 
States." 

The  lands  embraced  within  the  two  De  Feriot  claims,  as  surveye* 
in  1830,  and  confirmed  by  the  surveyor  general  in  1835,  are  still  th 
property  of  the  United  States,  with  the  exception  of  a  strip  off  of  th 
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north  end  thereof,  which  is  covered  by  a  confirmation  to  William 
Patterson. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  these  claims  were  reported  for  confirmation 
by  the  Commissioner,  confirmed  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  1819,  sur- 
veyed and  confirmed  by  the  surveyor  general  of  the  United  States^ 
and  reserved  and  set  apart  by  the  General  Land  Office  for  a  satisfac- 
tion of  these  claims,  together  with  the  farther  fact  that  the  claimant 
is  an  innocent  purchaser,  for  a  valuable  consideration,  the  committee 
are  of  opinion  that  Congress  ought  to  confirm  the  title  of  these  lands, 
according  to  said  survey  of  1830,  to  the  person  or  persons  claiming 
said  title,  except  to  the  extent  that  the  said  Patterson  claim,  as  at 
present  located,  interferes  and  encroaches  upon  the  De  Feriot  daims. 
as  surveyed  in  1830 ;  they  herewith  report  a  bill  for  that  purpose  ana 
recommend  its  passage. 


i 
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This  permit  was  cancelled  by  the  General  Land  Office,  on  the 
ground  that  the  land  embraced  therein  had  been  reserved  in  1841  for 
military  purposes. 

The  petitioner  proves  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  committee  that  prior 
to  his  permit  being  cancelled  he  had  complied  with  the  requisitions  of 
said  act,  and  also  prov.es  that  his  settlement  was  not  within  four  miles 
of  any  military  post  established  and  garrisoned  at  the  date  of  his  set- 
tlement, or  at  any  time  subsequent  thereto  ;  that  he  was  compelled  to 
relinquish  and  abandon  his  settlement  by  virtue  of  such  cancellation 
of  his  *' permit ;"  and  that  since  that  period  he  has  continued  to  re- 
side soutn  of  the  line  specified  in  said  act  of  Congress,  and  has  not 
received  lands  under  the  said  act. 

The  military  reservation  made  by  Mr.  Van  Buren,  then  President 
of  the  United  States,  embraced  the  south  half  of  township  nine,  the 
whole  of  township  ten,  and  fractional  township  eleven  soutli,  of  ranges 
twenty-six  aijd  twenty-seven,  giving  a  width  from  east  to  west  of 
twelve  miles,  and  a  length  from  north  to  south  of  fifteen  miles. 

To  ascertain  the  particulars  in  reference  to  such  military  reservation, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  addressed  a  letter  to  the  honorable  Sec- 
retary of  War,  in  answer  to  which  the  said  Secretary  communicated  a 
report  from  the  quartermaster  general,  of  which  the  following  is  an 
extract:  ''  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  lands  claimed  by  Mr. 
Dick  are  believed  to  be  more  than  two  miles  from  the  post  at  Pilatka. 
The  reserve  was  made  by  the  President  on  the  19th  of  February,  1841 ; 
the  act  for  the  benefit  of  which  Mr.  Dick  applies  was  passed  in  1842. 
*  *  *  The  lots  or  lands  claimed  are  not  now  used  for  military  pur- 
poses, and  it  is  believed  they  will  not  be  necessary  for  such  purposes 
at  any  future  time."  In  the  conclusion  of  said  report,  in  reference  to 
the  whole  of  the  said  reservation,  he  says :  '^It  is  no  longer  necessary 
for  any  military  uses,  and  I  recommend  that  it  be  transferred  to  the 
Land  Department  for  sale." 

In  1850  Ciongress  passed  an  act  giving  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
of  land  to  Bichard  H.  Barrett  within  the  said  reserve,  under  similar 
circumstances  of  this  case. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  since  these  lands  are  now  no 
longer  used  for  military  purposes,  and  the  petitioner  having  continued 
to  reside  south  of  the  line  specified  by  said  act,  thereby  aiding  to  effect 
the  object  designed  by  making  donation  grants,  and  has  not  availed 
himself  of  the  benefit  of  said  act  by  settling  upon  other  lands,  that 
Congress  ought  to  grant  him  the  lands  upon  which  such  settlement 
was  made  by  virtue  of  said  '^permit"  from  the  register ;  they  there- 
«fore  report  the  accompanying  bill,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


36iH    OoNeRBBB,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    \  Report 
Isi  Sessum.      K  '  ^(»  223. 


WILLIAM  WELLS. 


March  26,  1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CcmmUlee  on  Invalid  PenaionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  William  WeUsj  report : 

That  Wm.  Wells,  a  resident  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  states  that  he 
served  as  a  private  in  the  Florida  war  in  1837  and  1838,  upwards  of 
six  months,  in  Captain  Joshua  Sutton's  company  of  Georgia  mounted 
volunteers,  and  that  he  received  injury  from  sickness  while  in  said 
service  ;  that  he  has  applied  for  an  invalid  pension  under  the  act  of 
1816,  and  that  his  claim  has  been  suspended  for  want  of  satisfactory 
evidence  for  years ;  says  there  is  sufficient  evidence  in  the  pension 
office  to  entitle  him  to  a  pension.  But  there  is  no  evidence  before  this 
committee,  nor  is  his  petition  sworn  to.  Your  committee  ask  to  be 
discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject. 


35th  Congress,  >    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    K  Report 
l9t  Session.     J  }  No.  224. 


EPHRAIM  SHARP. 


March  26, 1858.~Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Ephraim  Sharp,  report : 

That  Ephraim  Sharp  states  that  he  served  in  the  war  of  1812, 
suffered  great  hardships  and  exposure,  was  in  several  battles,  had  a 
severe  attack  of  sickness,  has  been  constantly  affected  with  numbness 
and  weakness  in  his  legs  and  arms,  was  honorably  discharged,  has  a 
&mil7,  and  is  without  the  means  of  support.  Says  his  papers  will 
be  found  in  the  Pension  Office.  His  petition  is  sworn  to,  but  no  proof 
or  documents  accompany  it. 

Your  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration 
of  the  subject. 


35th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,    j    Report 
Ut  Session.      )  (   No.  225. 


WILLIAM  WOOLSEY,  OF  ALABAMA. 


March  26,  185a~Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  Committee  on  iDvalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  y  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition 
of  William  Wodsey,  report : 

That  the  applicant,  Wm.  Woolsey,  of  Jackson  county,  Alabama^ 
asks  a  pension  for  services  rendered  as  a  volunteer  in  the  Seminole  war, 
in  Florida^  against  the  Indians :  says  he  was  elected  lieutenant  of 
Captain  John  Smith's  company  oif  mounted  men,  under  the  command 
of  Colonel  David  Corolford ;  that  from  exposure  in  the  service  he 
contracted  a  breast  complaint  and  was  compelled  to  return  home,  and 
has  been  afflicted  from  that  day  to  this.  That  he  also  served  in 
Jackson's  war,  in  1818,  under  the  command  of  Captain  Chapman ; 
says  his  discharge  is  in  the  Pension  Office.  There  is  no  evidence 
accompanying  his  petition,  nor  is  it  sworn  to.  The  committee  ask  to 
be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  petition. 


2  STEPHEN  H.    WEEMS 

instructions  of  the  department,  or  otherwise,  which  might  have  de- 
served remuneration  from  the  public  treasury.  It  is  understood,  how- 
ever, that  for  the  whole  period  that  Mr.  Weems  was  in  Guatemala  as 
the  consul  of  the  United  States  he  resided  at  Antigua,  which  is  some 
distance  from  the  capital,  and  that  he  there  practiced  his  profession  of 
a  physician  and  cultivated  a  cochineal  estate  in  the  neighborhood. 

This  position  and  these  occuptions  would  necessarily  have  prevented 
the  most  intelligent  observer  from  collecting  and  transmitting  any 
important  intelligence  to  the  department,  and  Mr.  Weems'  despatches 
do  not  show  that  he  surmounted  those  obstacles.  On  the  contrary, 
the  department  was  indebted  for  most  of  the  information  which  it 
received  respecting  that  country  to  Mr.  Henry  Savage,  a  highly  intel- 
ligent and  respectable  citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  in  Guate- 
mala, to  whom  Mr.  Weems  refers  .in  his  memorial. 

It  is  undoubtedly  sound  policy  to  compensate  consuls  for  real  ser- 
vices which  they  may  have  rendered,  or  expenses  which  they  may 
have  incurred,  in  performing  duties  of  a  diplomatic  character  during 
the  absence  of  a  diplomatic  agent  in  the  country  where  they  reside. 

The  wisdom  of  this  policy  has  repeatedly  been  acknowledged  bj 
CJongress.  But  Mr.  Weems'  case  does  not  seem  to  be  embraced  bj 
the  principles  which  may  be  presumed  to  have  governed  CJongress  in 
granting  such  allowances. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant 

W.  L.  MARCY. 

Hon.  A.  C.  M.  Pbnninqton, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  A  fairs, 

Hottse  of  Bepresentaiives, 

P.  8.  Mr.  Weems'  memorial  is  returned. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  since  the  petitioner  refers  to  the  depart 
ment,  do  not  recognise  either  in  this  communication  of  the  State  Dc 
partment,  or  in  tbe  precedents  by  Congress,  or  in  the  evidence  filed 
any  sound  principle  upon  which  this  claim  should  be  allowed. 

Your  committee  further  report,  that  in  the  *^Act  making  apprc 
priations  for  civil  and  diplomatic  expenses,"  &c  ,  approved  Septembc 
30,  1850,  the  sum  of  twelve  hundred  dollars  was  appropriated  for  th 
relief  of  the  petitioner.— (See  U.  S.  Statutes  at  Large,  IX,  536.) 

The  committee  ask  leave  to  be  discharged  from  further  considers 
tion  of  this  subject. 


)Bni  GoNeitaas,  )    HOUSE  OF  BEPBESENTATIYES.    (  Bipoki 
IttSesaion.     \  J  No.  227. 


PRANcmCO  L0l»li:2  tJKRiZA. 


Kami  fW,  1858.— Orderad  to  be  pruit«d. 


Xr.  BiTCBts,   from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CcmmiUee  on  Foreign  Jjffam^  to  whom  was  rtferred  ihe  petition  of 
Francisoo  Lopez  Urrim^  report: 

That  the  petitioner  seeks  to  obtain  remaneration  for  losBes  sustttineH 
by  him,  in  Lower  OaUfornia,  during  the  war  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico. 

1.  The  first  item  in  his  claim  is  for  the  value  of  th^ 

schooner  Julia,  seisied  by  Commander  S.  £".  Dupont, 
of  the  United  States  navy,  while  lying  in  the  harbor 
of  La  P€us^  on  the  18th  September,  1816,  and  subse* 
qnently  condemned  as  lawful  prize,  and  ordered  to  b^ 
sold,  by  Walter  Colton,  as  judge  of  the  tTnited  Stateii 
coart  of  admiralty  at  Monterey.  The  schooner  is 
valued  by  petitioner  at |10,260  00 

2.  For  value  of  a  lot  of  cotton  yarn  deposited  in  the  house 

of  Don  Francisco  Palacio  de  Miranda,  in  La  Paz,  and 
destroyed  by  the  Mexican  forces,  in  their  attack  upon 
the  town,  on  16th  November,  1848 1,600  00 

3.  For  amount  of  arrearages  alleged  to  be  due  to  him  for 

Jay  as  a  retired  colonel  of  the  Mexican  army,  lost  by 
is  espousing  the  cause  of  the  United  States 3^287  00 

4.  For  alleged  value  of  the  island  of  San  Jos^,  which  he 

was  compelled  to  abandon,  after  the  restoration  of 
Lower  California  to  Mexico,  by  tbe  treaty  of  Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo ^ 5,060  Ol> 

20,137  00 


The  evidence  shows  that  ike  cotton  yam  for  whicb  compensation  is 
claimed,  was  deposited  in  a  private  house,  not  occupied  by  our  troops 
•t  any  time  for  military  purposes,  and  of  course  cannot  be  allowed. 

The  arrearages  of  pay  as  a  retired  lieutenant  colonel  of  the  Mexican 
may,  forfeited  by  his  taking  part  with  the  United  States,  is  not  allow- 
lUe  npon  any  principle  recognized  as  obligatory  on  this  ggvernment. 


^ 


2  FBAKCI8C0   LOPEZ  UBSlZA. 

The  island  for  whicli  compensation  is  claimed,  was  situated  in  Lower 
California.     The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  proclamation  of    r 
Commodore  Sloat,  issued  at  Monterey,  7th  July,  1846^  applied  soldy 
to  Upper  California,  so  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  give  any  opinion  as     - 
to  the  effect  of  said  proclamation ;  and  there  is  no  reason  alleged, 
other  than  the  terms  of  said  proclamation,  why  compensation  should    r. 
be  allowed  for  said  island. 

There  remains,  therefore,  to  be  considered,  only  the  claim  for  the    Z 
value  of  the  schooner  Julia. 

The  petitioner  was  owner  of  the  said  schooner  Julia,  and  was  at  the    - 
time  of  her  capture  a  citizen  of  Mexico.     This  vessel  was  employed 
in  commerce  between  the  Mexican  ports  of  Mazatlan,  Guaymas,  Ac»-    c 

Sulco,  San  Bias  and  La  Paz.  On  the  18th  day  of  September,  1846,  w 
uring  the  war  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  she  was  cap-  ^ 
tured  in  the  harbor  of  La  Paz,  the  capital  of  Lower  CaKfornia,  by  « 
Captain  Dupont,  in  command  of  the  United  States  ship  Cyane.  The 
Julia  ''wore  no  flag  at  the  time  of  the  capture,  but  the  Mexican  flag  i- 
was  flying  at  a  small  fort  on  the  shore,  and  the  Julia  was  in  commu-  I 
nication  with  the  shore."  The  roll  of  the  Julia,  found  on  board  at  t 
the  time  of  her  capture,  shows  that  she  was  a  Mexican  vessel,  owned  ^, 
by  citizens  of  that  republic,  and  sailing  under  the  license  of  that  gov-  ^ 
ernment.  Her  crew  was  composed  of  Mexicans,  Portugese  and  Span-  ^ 
iards. 

Under  this  statement  of  facts,  the  Julia  was  clearly  a  lawful  prize 
at  the  time  of  her  seizure,  and  the  owner  could  make  no  claim  on  i\A 
United  States  for  the  loss  be  sustained  by  her  capture. 

The  petitioner,  however,  relies  for  the  support  of  his  claim — 

1.  On  the  proclamation  of  Commodore  Sloat,  issued  at  Monterey  in 
Upper  California,  24th  April,  1846,  in  which  he  promises,  in  behalf 
of  the  United  States,  "to  respect  the  property  of  private  individuak, 
and  their  civil  and  religious  rights." 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  this  proclamation,  whatever  might 
be  its  effect  at  Monterey,  in  Upper  California,  in  latitude  36®  4(K,  wWe 
it  was  issued,  could  have  no  influence  at  La  Paz,  in  Lower  California, 
latitude  24^,  where  the  officers  continued  to  act  in  the  name  of  the 
Mexican  government,  and  where  the  Mexican  flag  continued  to  fly  for 
many  months  subsequently  to  the  eaptuore  of  the  Julia. 
^  2.  The  petitioner  relies,  in  support  of  his  claim,  on  the  ternts  of  the 
eighth  and  ninth  articles  of  the  capitulation  by  which  La  Paz  was  sur- 
rendered to  Captain  Montgomery,  an  officer  of  the  navy,  in  the  sevvice 
of  the  United  States. 

With  reference  to  this  point,  the  committee  state  that  it  appears 
from  the  evidence  before  them,  that  La  Paz  was  summoned  to  sur^ 
render  by  John  B.  Montgomery,  commander  of  tine  United  Statea 
ship  Portsmouth,  on  13th  April,  1847.     ''The  political  chief  and 

Stneral  commandant  of  Lower  California,"'  Miranda,  veplied  that 
ontgomery  might  proceed,  without  prejiAdiee,  tO"  hoist  the  Americun 
flag  in  La  Paz,  as  wo  resources  to  oppose  the  measure  were  to  be  fomnd 
either  in  the  town  itself  or  in  the  whole  tenritory.  He  proposed,, 
however,  additional  conditions  to  those  already  presented  by  the  gen- 
tlemen  commissioned  by  Moatgomeryj^  in  favor  oi  the  intereats  of  peace 


FRANCISCO  LOPEZ  URBIZA.  3 

1  being  of  the  oommunity.  A  oommission  was  nominated,  on 
t  of  the  Mexican  authorities  at  La  Paz,  to  present  to  Mont- 
the  addition  to  the  terms  he  had  proposed.  The  first  person 
>n  this  commission  by  the  Mexican  commandant,  (Miranda,) 

petitioner  in  this  case. 

rticle  eight  of  the  agreement  thus  stipulated,  it  is  declared, 
in  taking  military  possession  of  Lower  California,  the  forces 
Jnited  States  will  respect  the  property  of  private  indiriduals, 
jir  civil  and  religious  liberty."  And  by  article  nine,  "the 
belonging  to  the  inhabitants  of  Lower  California  will  be  re- 
bo  their  owners  for  the  present,  and  permitted  to  navigate  freely 
lirections  except  to  tne  coast  of  Mexico ;  the  same  owners 
ng  responsible  for  them,  until  the  final  resolution  of  the  com- 
in-chief  be  made." 
report  to  Commodore  Biddle,  Commander  Montgomery  says : 

to  explain  in  respect  to  the  ninth  article  of  the  agreement 
3  government  at  La  Paz,  that  Commodore  Stockton  said  to  me, 
light  restore  the  vessels  seized  by  the  Cyane  at  La  Paz  to  well 

residents  of  California,  after  hoisting  the  flag ;  but,  unac- 
1  with  the  merits  of  their  owners,  I  deemed  it  expedient  to 
hem  the  use  of  their  vessels,  under  proper  restrictions,  and 
teir  final  disposition  subject  to  future  directions." 
pears  also  clear,  from  the  testimony  in  this  case,  that  the  peti^ 
iras  well  afiected  to  the  United  States,  and  was  subsequently 
1  of  his  commission,  and  his  property  seized  by  the  Mexican 
dent,  as  stated  in  the  Senate  report  above  cited,  in  consequence 
riendship  and  services  to  the  cause  of  the  United  States. 
;w  of  these  facts,  the  committee  are  of  opinion  that  this  case 
>on  the  question  whether  or  not  the  Julia  was  a  lawful  prize 
ized  by  Commander  Dupont.  K  she  was  a  lawful  prize,  the 
er  (whatever  claim  he  may  have  on  the  gratitude  and  justice 
jesa  for  his  subsequent  services,)  can  have  no  claim  for  oom- 
in  for  loss  of  said  vessel.  In  the  opinion  of  the  committee, 
A  was  a  lawful  prize  to  her  captors,  and,  therefore,  not  in  any 
ected  by  the  terms  of  the  surrender  of  La  Paz  made  nearly 
onths  after  her  capture.  At  the  time  of  the  capture,  and  for 
mths  after  that  time,  the  petitioner  continued  to  be  a  Mexican 

and  held  a  commission  under  the  Mexican  government, 
seven  months  subsequent  to  the  capture,  he  is  found  acting  as 
he  commissioners  on  the  part  of  the  Mexican  authorities  to 
!;e  terms  for  the  surrender  of  La  Paz  to  the  forces  of  the  United 

His  case  is,  therefore,  simplv  that  of  an  officer  in  the  employ- 

the  Mexican  government,  who  also  traded  as  a  merchant,  and 
essel,  as  others  were,  owned  by  Mexican  citizens,  was  captured 
ip-of-war  of  the  United  States. 

ommittee  consider  the  facts  and  reasoning  of  Mr.  Colton,  in 
lion  pronounced  by  him  as  a  decision  of  an  United  States  court 
ralty,  as  conclusive  on  this  subject.  This  opinion,  although 
0  force  as  a  judicial  decision,  contains  a  clear  exposition  of  the 
id  the  law  applicable  thereto,  in  this  case, 
oommittee,  therefore,  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  con- 
>n  of  thia  ( 


"l 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,    i  Rkport 

No.  228. 


HEIRS  OF  BENJAMIN  HARRISON. 


Utmem  26, 1866.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


OVKJOT,  from  the  Committee  on  Rerolationary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

ammittee  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  the  heirs  and  legal 
^eaerUcUivea  of  Benjamin  Harrison^  for  commutation  pay,  ixc.^ 
yrt: 

it  the  evidence  before  yonr  committee  is  deemed  insufficient  to 
mtiate  the  claim.  They,  therefore^  recommend  that  the  relief 
for  be  refused. 


aftre  CoKOKBBB,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Rkpobx 
lat  Seation.     \  \  No. 


AUGU8TIN  WILLET— HEIRS  OF. 


Maboh  26,  1868.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  LovBJOT,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT, 

The  Ccmmittet  en  RevchUicnary  Olaima^  to  whom  was  referred  the 
petUicn  of  the  heire  of  Auguattn  WUletj  for  payment  of  money  eaid 
to  have  oeen  advanced  and  supplies  fumiahea  to  the  troops  during  the 
revolutionary  war,  Ac.j  report: 

That  this  claim  is  sustained  by  no  evidence  submitted  to  your  com- 
mittee. There  is,  indeed,  a  superfluity  of  marginal  references,  which 
apparent^  would  require  weeks  of  laborious  antiquarian  research  to 
veniy.  Tour  committee  did  not  deem  it  incumbent  on  them  to  enter 
open  such  an  investigation.  Added  to  this,  the  case  has  been  several 
times  under  the  consideration  of  former  committees,  and  two  adverse 
reports  made.     This  is  the  third. 


35th  Conorbss,  }     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Isi  Session.     )  {  No.  230. 


JOSHUA  OLDNER. 


Margh  26,  1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mp.  Lovejoy,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Bevdutumary  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred,  the  case 
of  Joshua  Oldner,  asking  for  half  pay  for  services  in  the  revolution, 
have  had  the  same  under  considerationy  and  present  the  following 
report : 

Thifi  case  has  heen  considered  and  acted  on  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  and  disallowed,  and  your  committee  see  no  reason  to  change 
tliat  decision.  The  argument  of  the  Commissioner  is,  substaotially,  as 
follows :  • 

The  whole  testimony  is  loose  and  confused.  The  statement  of  Mrs. 
Dewbee  comes  the  nearest  of  any  to  a  positive  declaration  that  he 
(Oldner)  was  master  on  board  the  Scorpion,  but  it  does  not  amount  to 
that.  The  others — Mrs.  Payne  and  Mrs.  Russel — say  that  he  was 
"attached"  to  the  vessel,  but  do  not  say  as  *^  sailing  master."  Indeed, 
Mrs.  f  ayne  had  already  sworn  tha^  Joseph  Marshall  was  master  of 
that  vessel  late  in  the  war,  and  was  captain  in  her^  and  Marshall  is 
said  to  have  received  half-pay  as  master.  There  is  nothing,  therefore, 
to  connect  him  with  this  vessel  as  master.  The  list  of  prisoners  sent 
hack  from  Bermuda  names  Oldner  and  four  others  as  **  masters."  It 
wys  nothing  of  the  Scorpion.  It  should  be  thereon  that. he  was 
Blaster.  A  loose  affidavit,  or  many  such,  asserting  that  a  man  was  an 
"oflScer"  or  a  master,  without  showing  the  particular  service,  is  in- 
BuflBcient.  If  Oldner's  name,  indeed,  appeared  on  the  navy  journal, 
in  the  depreciation  list,  or  in  that  of  land  warrants,  such  parol  might 
he  admitted,  with  the  record  proof  and  might  serve  to  aid  its  defects  ; 
hut  it  cannot  serve  alone  as  the  basis  of  an  adjudication.  The  com- 
mittee report  against  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner. 


36th  Cohobxbs,  )    HOUSE  OF  BEPBESENTATIVES.    (  Bsport 
1st  Session.     5  I  No.  231. 


JOHN  P.  HARRISON— HEIRS  OF. 


March  26, 1868. 


Mr.  LovBJOT,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolationary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT, 

The  Committee  on  BevciiUumary  ClaitM^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the 
peiiUon  of  the  Jieira  of  John  P.  Harrison^  have  had  the  same  under 
oonaideratum,  and  report: 

That  the  evidence  before  the  committee  is  uot  of  such  a  nature  as, 
in  their  opinion,  to  justify  Congress  in  granting  the  relief  asked. 
Your  committee,  therefore,  return  the  papers,  with  the  recommendation 
against  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners. 


3Sm  OoKflBBs,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.   (    Report 
IttSeaaum.     S  I  No.  232. 


REUBEN  APPER80N. 


March  S6,  1858— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ain>SBSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Commiitee  on  Invidid  Pensions,  to  wham  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Beuben  Appereon,  report : 

That  he  enlisted  into  the  company  of  Captain  John  Brohan  on  the 
22d  of  Octoher,  1807,  in  Virginia  ;  served  the  term  of  his  enlistment ; 
was  honorahly  discharged  on  the  21st  of  Octoher,  1812,  his  discharge 
signed  by  Colonel  John  Boyer  ;  that  on  the  22d  of  November,  1812, 
he  again  enlisted  nnder  Colonel  Robert  Purdy ,  and  to  him  surrendered 
I     lu8  first  discharge  ;  that  he  served  faithfully  his  second  term  of  en- 
'     listment,  and  was  honorably  discharged  the  second  time,  his  second 
diflcharge  signed  by  Robert  B.  Butler,  General  Jackson's  adjutant 
general ;  which  discharge  was  deposited  in  the  War  Office  in  the  fall 
of  1816,  and  he  afterwards  received  a  land  warrant  for  one  hundred  and 
sixty  acres  of  land  for  his  last  term  of  service.     The  petitioner  states 
that  he  is  now  a  very  old  man,  say  seventy-five  years  of  age  ;  that  he 
i«  verr  poor,  having  no  support  in  any  way,  except  as  he  earns  it  by 
bis  labor ;  that  he  is  unable  to  labor  now  to  any  extent ;  has  no  chil- 
dren, nor  any  one  to  help  him  in  any  way,  but  his  wife,  who  is  now 
as  helpless  as  himself,  being  now  sixty-nine  years  of  age ;  and  believing 
that  hiB  country  will  not  let  him  suffer,  in  his  old  age,  in  consequence 
I    of  his  past  services,  the  petitioner  humbly  prays  to  be  placed  upon  the 
f    pension  roll,  in  consideration  of  his  public  services  heretofore  ren- 
>    dered.     It  does  not  appear  that  petitioner  was  even  wounded  or  dis- 
abled whilst  in  the  service.      There  is  no  law  authorizing  the  pay- 
ment of  a  pension  unless  for  wounds  or  disabilities  incurred  in  the  ser- 
noe.    Tour  committee,  therefore,  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  subject. 


35th  CoNOBiBB,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Rbpobt 
let  Session.    S  ^  ^o-   ^33. 


REBECCA  HALSEY. 


Mabob  26,  1868. — Orderad  to  b«  piinted. 


Mr.  H.  M.  Shaw,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions, 

made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions,  having  had  the  memorial  of 
Rebecca  Halsey  under  consideration,  make  the  following  report : 

Zephaniali  Halsey,  the  late  husband  of  Rebecca  Halsey,  your  me- 
morialist, applied  for  a  pension  under  the  act  of  1832,  alleging  that 
he  entered  the  continental  army  in  1789  as  ^'  assistant  keeper  of  the 
continental  horse  yards,"  and  continued  in  the  service  in  the  same 
capacity  until  1T83,  when  he  was  discharged  at  Newburg,  in  New 
York. 

It  appears  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  connected  with  the 
case,  which  have  been  obtained  from  the  Pension  Office,  that  the  claim 
was  not  allowed  during  the  claimant's  lifetime  ;  and  that,  since  his 
death,  his  widow,  Bebecca  Halsey,  has,  for  several  years,  pressed  the 
same  claim  in  her  own  behalf.  It  has  been  repeatedly  passed  upon  by 
the  Pension  Bureau,  under  the  administration  of  several  different 
Commissioners,  and  every  decision  has  been  against  the  claim.  From 
ihese  decisions  appeals  have  been  taken  to  Secretaries  of  the  Interior^ 
who  have  uniformly  affirmed  the  judgments  of  the  several  Commis- 
sioners. 

In  the  meantime,  Mrs.  Halsey,  the  memorialist,  has  been  in  the 
receipt  and  enjoyment  of  a  pension  of  $420  per  annum,  obtained  by  a 
ipecial  act  of  Congress  of  the  18th  August,  1856,  running  back  to 
iih  July,  1848,  and  to  continue  during  her  natural  life. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  mat  the  case  is  well  sustained, 
BO  far  as  the  proof  of  service  is  concerned  ;  but  the  real  question  in 
the  case  is  as  to  the  character  of  the  service;  and,  notwithstanding 
the  liberality  which  has  characterized  the  legislation  of  Congress  in 
this  regard,  the  committee  do  not  believe  that  it  was  ever  intended  to 
^rant  pensions  for  any  other  than  strictly  military  service  ;  and  believ- 
ing that  the  service  of  Ze^haniah  Halsey,  upon  which  the  claim  of 
Bebecca  Halsey  is  based,  is  not  of  that  character,  they  are  compelled 
to  report  adversely  in  the  case. 


35ih  GovoBBB,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPBESENTATIVES.    (  Bbpokt 
l9t  Seaaion.     \  \  No.  234. 


THOMAS  MOODY. 


Makch  36,  1858.— Ordend  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  H.  M.  SoAW,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions, 

made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  CtommUiee  on  BevdtUumary  Pensiona^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the 
fMmorial  of  Thomas  Moody ^  of  the  State  of  Alabama^  asking  for 
a  revohdionary  pensiouy  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  upon  investigation  it  appears  that  the  petitioner,  Thomas 

Hoody  y  is  now  dead,  and  the  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that^  if  the 

policy  of  extending  the  benefits  of  pension  laws  to  the  descendants  of 

ikoee  who,  if  living,  wonld  be  entitled  under  existing  enactments,  it 

dumld  be  done  by  a  general  law,  and  not  by  special  acts. 

The  committee  ask,  therefore,  to  be  discharged  from  the  iiirther  con- 

I    ^deration  of  the  memorial. 


/ 


35th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Isi  Session.      \  1  No.  235. 


WILLIAM  M.  DILLARD. 


Makch  26, 1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Woods,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads, 

made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  to  whom  was 
refinrred  the  petition  of  William  Dillard,  praying  for  extra  compensa- 
tion for  carrying  the  mails  on  route  No.  7326,  from  Granada  to  Mope- 
well^  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  have  had  the  same  under  their  con- 
sideration, and  after  a  full  examination  of  the  subject,  hare  come  to 
the  unanimous  conclusion  to  report  adversely  upon  the  said  claim. 


35th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPKESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
IH  Seseian.    J  I  No.  236. 


THOMAS  L.  L.  BRENT. 


Uamcb  26,  1868.— Ordered  to  be  piinted. 


Mr.  CuNGMAK,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Commitfee  on  Foreign  Affairs  j  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Thomas  L.  L,  Brent,  by  his  attorney,  praying  the  allowance  of  outfit 
for  acting  as  charge  d'affaires  to  Spain,  have  had  the  same  under 
consideration,  and  report : 

It  appears  that  this  case  was  presented  in  1842,  in  1848,  in  1850, 
in  1856,  and  again  in  1857,  and  perhaps  oftener.  In  1842,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  fully  examined  this  case,  and  through  Mr. 
A.  H.  H.  Stuart,  made  a  report  unfavorable  to  this  case,  which  report 
(27th  Congress,  2d  sess.;  Report  No.  95T)  is  clear  and  conclusive  that 
the  claim  has  no  foundation  in  justice  or  equity,  and  that  the  petitioner 
bad  been  fully  paid  for  all  service  rendered.  This  view  of  the  case 
bag  been  concurred  in  by  the  several  Committees  on  Foreign  Affairs, 
who  have  examined  this  case  since,  and  there  being  no  additional 
&ct8  presented  n<tw,  or  testimony,  the  committee  have  come  to  the 
same  conclusion ;  and  ask  leave  to  be  discharged  from  ftirther  consider-^ 
ation  of  the  subject. 

In  thb  Housb  of  Rbprbsbntativbs,  July  2T,  1842. 

Mr.  A.  H.  H.  Stuart,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  made 
the  following  report : 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
.  Thomas  L.  L,  Brent,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and 
they  Hvbmit  ihefoUotving  report : 

It  i^pears  from  the  memorial  of  the  petitioner,  that  in  the  year 
1814,  G^eorge  W.  Erving  wais  appointed  minister  plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  near  the  court  of  Madrid,  and  the  petitioner  the 
iecretary  of  legation.  The  petitioner  repaired  at  once  to  his  post, 
hut  Mr.  Erving,  being  at  the  time  of  his  appointment  in  Paris,  was 
unable  to  procure  passports  to  enable  him  to  go  immediately  to  Madrid. 
He,  therefore,  wrote  to  the  petitioner,  requesting  him  to  present  his 


Z  THOMAS  L.  L.  BBENT. 

credentials  as  secretary  of  legation,  and  to  take  charge  of  the  affairs 
of  the  mission  until  his  arrival.  Mr.  Brent  accordingly  did  present 
his  credentials,  and  continued  in  charge  of  the  affairs  of  the  legation 
until  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Erving  at  the  Spanish  court,  which  occurred 
on  the  23d  of  August,  1816.  During  this  period  Mr.  Brent  received 
the  pay  of  a  chargS  d'affaires. 

The  petitioner  now  prays,  after  the  lapse  of  twenty-six  years,  that 
he  may  be  allowed  the  outfit  of  a  charge  d'affaires,  or  $4,600. 

After  the  most  attentive  consideration  of  the  claim,  your  committee 
are  of  the  opinion  that  it  ought  not  to  be  allowed.  The  purposes  for 
which  outfits  are  allowed  to  our  diplomatic  agents  abroad  are  to  de- 
fray the  cost  of  their  transportation  to  the  place  of  their- destination, 
to  compensate  to  some  extent  for  the  sacrifices  incurred  in  breaking 
up  their  establishments  at  home,  and  to  aid  them  in  forming  new 
ones  at  the  court  to  which  they  are  deputed.  None  of  these  reasons 
apply  to  the  case  of  the  petitioner.  He  was  already  at  his  post.  If 
he  had  incurred  any  sacrifice  in  breaking  up  his  establishment,  or 
leaving  his  business  at  home,  he  did  so  with  reference  to  his  compen- 
sation as  secretary  of  legation,  and  could  not  have  had  regard  to  an 
allowance  of  an  outfit  as  charge  d'affaires ;  nor  was  he  necessarily  sub- 
jected to  the  expense  of  a  new  establishment,  inasmuch  as  the  arrange- 
ment of  his  household  affairs,  which  would  be  proper  for  a  secretary 
of  legation,  could  not  have  been  very  unsuitable  for  a  charge  d'affaires. 
But,  be  that  as  it  may,  the  increased  pay  which  he  received  as  charg^ 
d'affaires  was  a  full  equivalent  for  any  such  increased  expenditure. 

The  petitioner  cites  several  precedents  to  sustain  his  claim.  The 
committee  have  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  make  a  minute  examina* 
tion  of  them,  because  they  are  of  opinion  that,  if  such  precedents  are 
to  be  found  among  the  records  of  the  State  Department,  there  could 
be  no  occasion  more  appropriate  than  the  present  for  overruling  them. 
and  establishing  a  different  rule  for  the  government  of  future  cases 
The  committee,  therefore^  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  followio{ 
resolution : 

Besdved^  That  the  prayer  of  the  petition  be  rejected. 


m  CoHGBBBS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J   Report 
\st  Session.       J  \  No.  237. 


JAMES  ARMSTRONG. 


March  26, 1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  CuBTiB,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT. 

^k  CcmmUUe  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referrtd  the  petition 
of  James  Armstrong  j  late  lieutenant  in  the  second  regiment  of  Pennr 
tylvania  volunteers^  ashing  paymeni;  for  quarters  occupied  by  the  lieu- 
tenants of  company  E^  in  said  regiment ^  whUe  the  regiment  was  in  (he 
city  of  Mexico,  report  : 

The  testimony  in  this  case  does  not  show  any  authority  of  a  supe- 
or  officer  or  a  quartermaster  to  select  and  occupy  separate  quarters. 
'ifl  the  province  of  Quartermasters  to  provide  and  pay  for  quarters. 
Kere  is  nothing  to  show  a  justification  of  the  lieutenants  selecting 
od  paying  for  their  own  quarters.  Special  orders  or  special  reasons 
boTild  he  shown  for  such  a  departure  from  the  rules  of  the  service. 


aSiH  OoKOBHBS,  I    HOUSE  OF  BEPRE8ENTATIVES.     (  Report 
IsiSesaiM.     \  ?  No.  238. 


JOHN  H.  THOMPSON. 


Marco  26,  1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


i 


Mr.  BuPFiNTON,  from  the  Ck)mmittee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

T\e  CcmmiUee  on  Military  AffaivB^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  claim  of 
John  H.  Thompson^for  avbaistencCj  lodging,  and  forage  furnished  to 
the  men  and  horses  of  his  command  during  the  Mexican  war,  respect- 
fvUy  report: 

The  claimant,  John  H.  Thompson,  at  the  verbal  suggestion  of 
General  Gaines,  raised  a  company  of  mounted  men,  numbering,  in  all, 
one  hundred  and  twenty-seven.  This  company  he  subsisted  at  his 
residence,  in  the  parish  of  Sabine,  Louisiana,  from  the  1st  of  June  till 
July  26,  1846.  The  men  of  this  company  elected  their  own  oflScers ; 
but  the  governor  of  Louisiana  refused  to  grant  commissions  to  the  offi- 
cers thus  elected,  on  the  ground  that  the  requisition  of  General  Gaines 
for  mounted  men  had  been  disavowed  by  the  United  States  govern- 
ment.    The  company  was  then  immediately  discharged. 

The  committee  do  not  find  that  the  company  was  properly  raised, 
the  authorization  of  the  governor  of  the  State,  or  the  official  order  of 
General  Gaines,  as  major  general  commanding,  being  necessary  for 
that  purpose.  The  refusal  of  the  governor  to  grant  commissions  pre- 
cludes the  idea  of  a  recognizable  military  organization.  The  com- 
mittee, therefore,  do  not  admit  the  validity  of  the  claim. 


35th  CoNGBmB,  {   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Rbpobt 
Ist  Sesnon.     \  )  No.  239. 


THOMAS  FLOYD. 


Maxoh  26,  1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Anbkbson,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition 
of  Thomas  Floyd,  report  : 

A  petition  of  twenty  citizens  representing  that  Thomas  Floyd  was  in 
the  war  of  1812,  at  the  battle  of  New  Orleans;  that  he  is  old  and 
decrepit,  with  a  wife  and  child  to  support,  who  are  infirm,  and  they 
ask  that  a  pension  may  be  granted  mm.  The  petition  is  not  signed 
by  Floyd  ;  sworn  to  by  no  person,  and  no  evidence  accompanying  it. 

The  committee  ask  to  be  (uscharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  subject. 


2  PEN8ION8  TO  WIDOWS   AND  CHILDREN. 

General  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  On  the  19th  of  September 
last,  the  Attorney  General  gave  an  opinion,  to  the  effect  that  on  the 
death  of  any  person  entitled  to  a  pension  under  either  of  the  acts  above 
referred  to  before  the  allowance  of  the  claim  by  the  executive  depart- 
ment, the  right  to  the  pension  lapses  to  the  government,  and  no 
arrears  are  recoverable,  either  by  the  widow  or  the  children,  or  any 
other  heirs  or  representatives.  This  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Generdf 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  the  rule  of  his 
action  in  such  cases,  and,  consequently,  the  examination  of  all  claims 
by  widows  and  children  for  pensions  due  their  husbands  or  parents 
have  been  suspended. 

This  has  caused  a  large  number  of  claimants,  who  have  thus  been 
denied  the  privilege  of  further  prosecuting  their  claims  before  the 
Pension  Office,  to  apply  to  the  present  Congress  for  relief;  and  as 
their  petitions  have  been  referred  to  this  committee,  we  have  deemed  _ 
it  incumbent  upon  us  to  give  the  question  of  their  rights,  under  the 
general  laws,  a  careful  consideration,  and  to  report  thereon.  ___ 

Your  committee  find  that  when  the  act  of  May  16,  1828,  was  passed,    ^ 
its  execution  was  committed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ;  that    - 
officer  construed  the  act  to  vest  in  the  beneficiary  an  absolute  and   r 
perfect  right  to  the  pay  or  pension,  from  the  third  of  March,  1826^    _ 
which  survived  to  his  legal  representatives,  in  case  of  his  death  before 
establishing  his  claim  ;  and  he  executed  the  act  accordingly.     In  so   ^ 
doing  he  conformed  to  a  practice  which  had  long  prevailed  in  the  exe- 
cution of  certain  navy  pension  acts,  similar  in  character,  (so  far  as   ^ 
this  question  was  concerned,)  and  which  practice  had  been  sanctioned    ,^ 
by  Mr.  Attorney  General  Wirt,  in  an  able  opinion  of  June  9,  1825. 

On  the  2d  of  March,  1829,  Congress  passed  an  act  providing:  "That    _ 
whenever  any  revolutionary  pensioner  shall  die,  the  Secretary  of  War 
BhaXl  cause  to  be  paid  the  arrears  of  pension  due  to  the  said  pensioner    ^ 
at  the  time  of  his  death,  and  all  payments  under  this  act  shall  be    ^ 
made  to  the  widow  of  the  deceased  pensioner,  or  to  her  attorney^  or  if  ^ 
he  left  no  widow,  or  she  be  dead,  to  the  children  of  the  pensioner,  or 
to  their  guardian  or  his  attorney  ;  and  if  no  child  or  children,  then  to 
the  legal  representatives  of  the  deceased." 

This  act  has  always  been  construed  to  apply  to  and  embrace  the 
case  of  a  person  dying  entitled  to  a  pension,  although  the  claim  was 
never  allowed  in  his  life-time  ;  and  it  is  by  virtue  of  this  act,  (and  a 
revisory  act  of  June  19,  1840,)  that  claims  of  the  character  now  under 
consideration  have  been  allowed  to  widows  in  preference  to  children, 
and  to  children  in  exclusion  of  creditors. 

The  act  of  June  19,  1840,  on  this  subject,  only  in  a  slight  degree 
modifies  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1829,  above  referred  to.     It  pro- 
vides, that  in  case  of  the  death  of  any  male  pensioner,  leaving  chil- 
dren, but  no  widow,  or  if  a  female  pensioner,  leaving  children,  the 
amount  of  pension  due  at  his  or  her  decease  shall  be  paid  to  the  ex* 
ecutor  or  administrator,  for  the  benefit  of  the  children,  or  directly  to^ 
the  children  themselves,  or  any  one  or  each  of  them,  without  the  in* 
tervention  of  an  administrator,  as  they  may  prefer  ;  but  it  does  noi^ 
provide,  like  the  act  of  1829,  for  paying  the  amount  due,  to  the  execu-^ 
tor  or  administrator,  in  case  neither  widow  nor  children  survived-. 
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ITIiateTer  the  effect  of  this  omission  may  be  upon  the  rights  of  execu- 
tors and  administrators,  where  neither  widow  nor  children  survive^ 
it  is  clear  that  the  rights  of  widows  and  children,  if  any  do  suryive, 
ve  the  same  under  the  act  of  1840,  as  they  were  under  the  act  of  1829. 
Said  act  of  May  15,  1828,  has  been  followed  up  by  the  supplemental 
act  of  June  7,  1832,  embracing  a  more  comprehensive  class  of  revolu- 
tionary officers  and  soldiers,  and  by  sundry  acts  granting  pensions  to  the 
widows  of  such  officers  and  soldiers,  viz :  the  acts  of  July  4, 1836,  July  7, 
1838,  July  29, 1848,  and  February  3, 1853.  Each  one  of  these  successive 
acts,  like  the  act  of  1828,  vests  in  the  beneficiary  an  absolute  and  uncon- 
ditional right  to  the  pension  it  grants,  from  a  certain  specified  day  ;  and 
each,  like  said  act  of  1828,  is  entirely  silent  as  to  the  rights  of  heirs  or 
representatives,  to  recover  any  pension  which  a  beneficiary  may  have 
died  entitled,  but  without  establishing  his  or  her  claim  thereto,  during 
life.  Nevertheless,  all  these  acts  have  been  uniformly  construed  to 
Test  in  the  beneficiaries  descendable  rights,  in  case  of  death  without 
establishing,  or  even  asserting  a  claim ;  and  the  acts  of  March  2, 
1829,  and  June  19,  1840,  have  been  uniformly  construed  to  apply  to 
oases  of  this  kind,  under  each  of  the  above  mentioned  acts,  and  to 
regulate  the  course  of  descent.  The  question  as  to  the  rights  of  widows 
and  children  under  the  acts  of  1828  and  1832,  and  of  children  under 
the  various  widow's  acts^  has  been  repeatedly  reviewed  by  attorneys 
general  and  heads  of  departments,  and  always  with  one  uniform  re- 
mit, (in  favor  of  their  claims,)  until  reviewed  by  the  present  Attorney 
Greneral  in  September  last.  No  longer  ago  than  the  year  1856^  the 
•rhole  subject  was  elaborately  reviewed  by  Mr.  Attorney  General 
Cushing,  who,  although  expressing  some  doubts  as  to  the  original 
correctness  of  the  construction  given  to  said  acts,  nevertheless  arrived 
at  the  conclusion,  that  a  '^  continuous  series  of.  uniform  decisions  on 
this  point,  in  numerous  cases,  for  many  years,  under  successive  ad- 
ministrations of  the  subject  matter,"  had  rendered  this  construction 
"the  established  rule  of  the  government,"  which  ought  to  be  acquiesced 
in,  without  recurrring  to  doubts  whether  it  was  strictly  correct  in  its 
inception. 

Not  only  has  this  construction  of  the  laws  in  question  been  adhered 
to  by  the  executive  departments  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century, 
bnt  during  that  time  it  has  been  acquiesced  in,  if  not  expressly  sanc- 
tbned,  by  every  Congress.  Large  appropriations  have  annually  been 
made  by  Congress  for  the  payment  of  revolutionary  pensions,  with  a 
foil  knowledge  that  large  portions  of  the  amounts  so  appropriated 
were  being  applied  to  the  settlement  of  claims  never  allowed  in  the 
lifetime  of  the  parties  primarily  entitled ;  and  numerous  special  acts 
kavoj  from  time  to  time,  been  passed  for  the  payment  of  claims  of  the 
aame  character. 

The  act  of  May  15,  1828,  and  the  various  revolutionary  pension 
acts  subseqently  passed,  are  ail  precisely  alike  in  language  and  form, 
ao  far  as  the  same  can  effect  the  question  of  survivorship.  In  no  one 
of  these  successive  acts  has  Congress  inserted  any  clause  indicating  an 
intention  that  the  same  construction  should  not  be  given  to  it  in  this 
respect,  which  had  uniformly  prevailed  under  the  prior  acts  of  the 
aeries.     In  passing  each  of  these  successive  acts,  therefore,  Congress 
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has,  by  the  clearest  implication,  adopted  the  well  known  construction 
which  had  been  given  to  prior  acts  in  the  same  form,  and  on  the  same 
suWect. 

Your  committee,  after  mature  deliberation,  has  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion, that  the  long  and  uniform  course  of  practice  which  has  pre- 
vailed under  these  acts,  sanctioned,  as  it  has  been,  bj  repeated  de* 
cisions  of  high  executive  officers  charged  with  their  execution,  and 
acquiesced  in  by  other  departments  of  the  government,  ought,  upon 
every  principle  of  law,  justice,  and  sound  policy,  to  be  considered  as 
settling  all  doubts  as  to  the  original  correctness  of  the  construction 
upon  which  that  practice  has  been  based,  and  as  establishing  the 
rights  of  parties  under  said  acts,  beyond  the  legitimate  power  ot  mere 
executive  officers  to  disturb  them. 

There  can  be  no  urgent  necessity,  at  this  day,  for  changing  the 
practice  which  has  so  long  prevailed.  The  settlement  of  claims  of 
this  character  must  necessarily  be  drawing  rapidly  to  a  close.  A  few 
years'  continuance  of  the  practice  which  has  hitherto  prevailed,  would 
put  an  end  to  them  forever.  However  large  the  amount  which  has 
hitherto  been  drawn  from  the  treasury  in  the  liquidation  of  these 
claims,  the  amount  which  will  be  required  to  settle  such  as  are  still 
outstanding  cannot  be  large  enough  to  justify  a  resort  to  extraordinary 
measures,  and  the  exercise  of  very  doubtiul  powers,  to  defeat  them. 

Your  committee,  entertaining  these  views,  are  of  the  opinion  that 
the  relief  sought  by  the  numerous  petitioners  whose  claims  have  been 
referred  to  them,  ought  to  be  granted  by  general,  and  not  by  special 
legislation ;  and  therefore  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  accompany- 
ing joint  resolution. 


86th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    C    Report 
U  Session.      J  {  No.  242. 


PENSIONS— ARMY,  NAVY,  AND  MARINE. 

[To  aocompanj  Bill  H.  R.  No.  473.] 


April  1,  1858. 


Mr.  Florence,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CommUlee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  a  bill  to 
^^ equalize  the  armyj  navy,  and  marine  pensions,''  have  had  that  svh- 
ject  under  consideration ,  a^d  report : 

That  the  manifest  and  very  unreasonable  inequalities  and  discrimi- 
lations  of  the  present  pension  laws,  in  relation  to  those  three  branches 
rf  the  military  service  of  the  government,  have  very  repeatedly  been 
wrought  to  the  notice  of  Congress  in  the  annual  reports  of  the  proper 
executive  officers,  particularly  in  the  reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  War 
knd  of  the  Interior,  (who  has  the  charge  and  supervision  of  all  pen- 
lion  matters,)  and  of  the  distinguished  officer  at  the  head  of  the 
umy. 

The  committee  have  concluded  (as  they  think  every  one  of  common 
ntelligenoe  will  conclude)  that  there  are  no  reasons  whatever  why 
Jieae  senseless  and  unreasonable  irregularities  and  discriminations  of 
;)en8ion8  for  the  army,  navy^  and  marine  corps,  should  exist.  The 
officers  and  men  in  eacri  of  these  branches  of  service  are  all  equally 
^nd  alike  the  military  servants  of  the  government.  Then  why  should 
a  soldier,  for  disability,  receive  $8  per  month,  while  a  seaman  of  the 
navy,  similarly  and  simultaneously  disabled  by  wounds  received  in 
battle,  receive  only  $6  per  month,  or  a  private  marine  the  small  sum 
of  |3  60  per  month  ?  These  being  the  unreasonable  discriminations 
of  the  existing  pension  laws,  there  is  no  conceivable  good  reason  why 
this  should  be  so;  but  so  it  is. 

Again :  By  the  present  laws,  the  widow  or  orphan  children  of  an 
oflScer  or  soldier  oi  the  army  cannot  receive  a  pension  unless  the  hus- 
tand  or  father  die,  or  contracts  the  disease  of  which  he  dies,  while  he 
i»at  the  seat  of  war,  or  while  he  is  going  to  or  returning  therefrom ; 
^Wle  the  widow  or  orphan  children  of  a  navy  officer  or  seaman  are 
entitled  to  their  pensions,  although  the  casualty  happens  irrespective 
of  a  state  of  war  or  peace.  This  is  certainly  an  unjust  and  unreason- 
>*Ue  discrimination. 
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In  regard  to  the  commencement  of  pensions,  the  committee  do  not 
perceive  any  reasonable  grounds  why  such  benefits  should  begin  onlj 
from  the  completion  of  proof,  whilst  under  the  law  of  April  23, 1800, 
the  public  faith  is  pledged  that  every  officer,  seaman,  or  marine,  dis- 
abled in  the  line  of  his  duty,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  pension, 
not  from  the  time  when  he  completes  his  proof,  but  for  life,  or  during 
his  disability;  and  the  committee  cannot  perceive  any  valid  reason 
why  this  plain  mandate  of  law  should  be  abrogated  by  any  regulation 
of  the  Pension  Office. 

The  proposed  and  accompanying  bill,  which  the  C!ommittee  on  Pen- 
sions commend  to  the  favorable  action  of  Congress^  is  merely  a  digest, 
a  compendium,  an  embodiment  in  one  act  of  upwards  of  sixty  laws  ii 
relation  to  pensions  for  the  army,  navy,  and  marine  corps  of  th( 
United  States.  It  proposes  nothing  beyond  what  has  been  heretofon 
equitably  granted  to  those  branches  of  the  military  service.  It  ii 
what  the  principal  administrative  officers  of  the  government  have 
very  repeatedly  recommended  to  Congress ;  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
committee  it  is  not  only  just,  right,  and  proper,  intrinsically,  but  ita 
passage  will  relieve  both  the  Pension  Committee  and  Congress  from 
the  consideration  of  a  vast  number  of  applications  for  special  legisla- 
tion. 

Article  8,  Army  BegtdaiionSy  page  7,  1834.     Relative  rank  and  prece- 
dence of  the  offloers  of  the  army  and  navy. 

1.  The  officer  highest  in  rank  in  the  navy  to  rank  with  the  officer 
highest  in  rank  in  the  army. 

2.  Captains  commanding  squadrons,  or  of  ten  years'  standing,  with 
brigadier  generals. 

3.  Cap^insof  five  years'  standing,  with  colonels. 

4.  Under  five  years'  standing,  with  lieutenant  colonels. 

5.  Masters  commandant,  with  majors. 

SDhis  last  rank  corresponds  with  ''commanders.") 
ieutenants  often  years'  standing,  with  captains. 
7.  Other  lieutenants  with  first  lieutenants,  &c.,  &c. 
Regulations  of  General  Scott  for  the  Army,  1825,  very  nearly  th© 
same  as  above. 


36th  Congrks,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
la  Session.     ]  l^o.  243. 


JAMES  RUMPH. 

[To  aeoompany  Bill  H.  E.  No.  476.] 


April  1,1858. 

Mr.  Moore,  from  the  Committee  of  ClaimSi  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  OommUiee  of  Claims^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition  of  James 
Eumphy  beg  leave  respectfully  to  report : 

That  in  the  year  1837  while  the  Creek  Indians  were  engaged  in 
hostilitiea  within  the  States  of  Gkorgia  and  Alabama,  numerous  vol- 
unteers were  mustered  into  the  service  of  theUnited  States ;  among 
others  was  a  company  commanded  by  Captain  Barrel.  This  company, 
with  another,  encountered  the  Indians  in  a  battle  Cubahatchee  and 
Pea  river,  and  several  of  the  soldiers  of  said  companies  were  dan-^ 
gerously  wounded. 

No  regular  surgeon  of  the  army  was  at  hand,  and  the  petitioner, 
being  a  practicing  physician,  was  sent  for ;  he  went  repeatedly  to 
mit  them,  and  at  long  distances  from  his  place  of  residence ;  faith- 
fUly  rendering  such  medical  aid  as  their  cases  required.  For  these 
services,  which  the  proof  shows  were  reasonably  worth,  at  the  time, 
the  sum  of  seven  hundred  and  sixty  dollars,  petitioner  has  received 
no  compensation. 

Those  soldiers^  being  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  had  a  right 
to  expect  that  when  wounded  in  battle  the  government  would  pro- 
vide them  with  medical  attention,  or  if  it  did  not  do  so,  that  the  gov- 
ernment would  at  least  pay  for  such  medical  services  as  may  have  been 
rendered  them. 

,  The  committee  aie  unanimously  of  the  opinion  that  the  petitioner 
is  entitled  to  the  amount  of  seven  hundred  and  sixty  dollars,  as  com- 

tengation  for  his  said  services,  and  therefore  report  the  accompanying 
ill  for  the  payment  of  the  same,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


35th  Conorms,  >     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report. 
IH  Sesntm.     J  )  No.  244. 


HEIRS  OP  WILLIAM  TURVIN. 

[To  acoompany  Bill  H.  B.  C.  C.  No.  81.] 


April  15,  1858. 


Mr.  Matkard,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  of  Cflaima^  to  whom  was  referred  the  BiU  No.  SI,  from 
ike  Court  of  Claims,  ^^for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  William  Turvin, 
deceased f"  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  beg  leave  to 
report: 

On  the  30th  June,  1787,  Samuel  Moore,  an  inhabitant  of  the  juris- 
diction of  Mobile,  petitioned  the  governor  of  Florida  for  a  concession 
of  twelve  arpents  of  land  situated  and  lying  on  the  Tensaw,  or  east 
branch  of  tne  Mobile  river,  contiguous  to  Bayou  Pascual,  and  the 
lands  of  one  Strahan,  certified  to  be  vacant  by  Don  Vincente  Falch, 
captain  of  the  Louisiana  regiment  of  infantry,  civil  and  military  com- 
maodant  of  the  town  of  Mobile  and  of  the  district  thereto  appertaining. 

On  the  3d  of  August  following  the  concession  was  granted  by  the 
memor,  Don  Stephen  Miro,  with  an  order  of  settlement  and  survey, 
directing  Don  Charles  Laveau  Tudeau,  surveyor  general  of  the  pro- 
^ce,  to  *^  put  the  petitioner  in  possession  of  twelve  arpents  front  by  the 
ordinary  depth  of  forty,"  making  an  area  of  four  hundred  and  eighty 
arpents.  So  far  as  the  proof  in  the  case  discloses,  there  never  was  any 
survey  made,  and  nothing  further  done  by  the  Spanish  authorities 
towards  perfecting  the  title.  But  it  is  well  established  that  Moore 
shortly  afterwards  took  possession  of  the  land,  erected  buildings 
thereon,  made  *' considerable  improvements,  with  roads  leading  to 
and  from,**  &c.,  and  continued  to  occupy  it  until  his  death,  which 
must  have  occurred  shortly  thereafter,  for  on  the  7th  November,  1791, 
Ms  widow,  who  appears  in  the  mean  time  to  have  married  a  man  by 
the  name  of  Thompson,  assumed  to  convey  said  land  to  William 
Tarvin,  the  ancestor  of  the  present  claimants. 

Afterward8,on  the  20th  August,  1806,  said  Turvin  applied  to  Morales, 
the  intendent  general  of  the  Floridas,  for  an  additional  concession 
of  twelve  arpents,  with  the  ordinary  depth  of  forty,  contiguous  to  the 
first  tract ;  the  application  was  referred  to  Armand  de  CourviUe, 
^nister  uf  the  rojA  revenue,  who  reported  on  the  19th  of  September 
1806,  in  favor  of  the  concession  ;  there  appears  no  further  assurance, 
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of  title  from  the  Spanish  goyernment ;  the  proof  shows  that  Tairin  <i^ 
continaed  to  occupy  and  improye  the  said  lands  until  his  death  in  ). 
1810,  and  his  chilaren  from  that  time  until,  under  the  act  of  11th    s 
February,  1813,  the  territory  was  transferred  to  the  jurisdiction  of  ^^ 
the  United  States,  and  indeed  for  many  years  afterwards.  ^-- 

It  appears  that  on  the  19th  June,  1813,  one  James  Conway,  as  ^^ 
executor  of  William  Turyin  and  as  agent  for  his  heir,  gaye  notice  to  ^^ 
William  Crawford,  commissioner  of  land  claims  east  of  Pearl  rifer,  {^ 
that  he  claimed  this  land  embraced  in  the  original  concession  to  ^ 
Samuel  Moore,  but  seems  to  haye  produced  no  eyidence  that  it  had  gr- 
eyer been  inhabited  or  cultiyated,  and  for  this  omission  the  commission  ,^ 
did  not  admit  the  yalidity  of  the  claim.  .\^ 

By  the  3d  and  4th  sections  of  the  act  of  Congress  approyed  March  !^ 
2,  1829,  chapter  40,  it  is  proyided,  '*  That  eyery  person  or  persons,  ^^ 
or  the  legal  representatiyes  of  such  person  or  persons,   who,  on  the  ^^ 
15th  day  of  April,  1813,  had,  for  ten  consecutiye  years  prior  to  that  ,^ 
date,  been  in  possession  of  a  tract  of  land  not  claimed  oy  any  other  ^^ 
person,  and  not  exceeding  the  quantity  contained  in  one  league  square,     ^ 
and  who,  on  tha^*  day,  resident  in  Louisiana,  situated  east  of  Pearl  ^ 
riyer,  and  west  of  Perdido,  and  below  the  31°  of  north  latitude,  and  ^^ 
had  still  possession  of  such  tract  of  land,  shall  be  authorized  to  file  "^ 
their  claim  in  the  manner  required  in  other  cases,  before  the  said  ™ 
register  and  receiyer  at  St.  Stephens,  for  their  decision  thereon.    And  , 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said  register  and  receiyer  to  hear  and  record 
the  eyidence  offered  to  support  such  claim  ;  and  if  the  same  shall  he 
established  by  sufficient  proof,  agreeably  to  the  proyisions  of  this  8e^ 
tion,  the  said  officers  shall,  in  their  report,  recommend  the  confirmation 
of  the  right  to  such  claim  as  in  other  cases :  Prcvidedj  That  no  more 
land  shall  be  reported  for  confirmation,  by  yirtue  of  this  section,  than 
is  actually  claimed  by  the  party,  or  that  is  contained  in  the  acknow- 
ledged and  ascertained  boundaries  of  the  tract  claimed  ;  nor  shall  the 
proyisions  of  this  section  authorize  a  confirmation  of  any  land  hereto- 
fore sold  by  the  United  States. 

Sbc.  4.  That  the  confirmation  of  all  claims  proyided  for  by  this  act 
shall  amount  only  to  a  relinquishment,  for  eyer,  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States,  of  any  claim  whateyer  to  the  tracts  of  land  and  town 
lots  so  confirmed,  and  that  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed 
to  affect  the  claim  or  claims  of  any  indiyidual  or  body  politic  or  corpor- 
ate, if  any  such  there  be. 

tinder  the  proyisions  of  this  act,  one  Neal  Smith,  on  the  12th  of 
Noyember,  1835,  as  the  attorney  in  fiict  of  the  heirs  of  William  Turyin^ 
deceased,  filed  their  claim  to  the  said  two  tracts  of  land  with  the  reg^ 
ister  and  receiyer  of  the  land  office  of  the  district  of  St.  Stephen?^ 
with  the. proof  to  sustain  it.    They  made  the  following  report : 

Land  Office  at  St.  IStephbns,  Alabama. 

The  heirs  of  William  Turyin,  senior,  deceased,  presented  thei:^ 

claim  in  due  form  to  960  arpents  of  land,  situate  and  lying  in  township^ 

one  and  two  south,  range  two  east,  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Mobii^ 

riyer/  and  the  east  branch  of  the  same,  usually  called  theTensaw,  an^ 
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pears  **  that  all  the  southern  part  of  township  one  south,  of  range  two 
east,  lying  east  of  the  Tensaw  river,  for  a  distance  of  more  than  three 
miles  from  the  southern  boundary  of  said  township,  and  the  north 

?art  of  township  two  south,  of  range  two  east,  and  lying  east  of  the 
'ensaw  river  for  a  distance  of  more  than  two  miles  from  the  northern 
boundary  of  said  township,  except  the  east  part  of  section  eleven  and 
all  of  section  twelve,  which  are  in  the  eastern  part  of  said  township, 
and  distant  from  Tensaw  river,  but  are  one  mile  from  the  northern 
boundary  of  said  township,  and  are  covered  by  the  private  claims  of 
Joshua  Kennedy,  J.  L.  Seabury,  the  heirs  of  Robert  Wolfington, 
the  representatives  of  William  Fisher,  John  and  Bruner  Griffin,  the 
heirs  of  Bobert  Gilchrist,  and  Aaron  Barlow  and  wife  ;  from  which 
it  will  be  seen  that  these  private  claims  cover  all  the  land  described 
in  the  report  of  the  register  and  receiver  as  nine  hundred  and  sixty 
arpents,  situate  and  lying  in  township  one  and  two  south,  of  range 
two  east,  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Mobile  river,  and  the  east  branch  of 
the  same,  usually  called  the  Tensaw  river,  and  bounded  by  the  Bayou 
Pascual  and  the  land  claimed  by  Strahan. 

From  this  it  would  seem  that  the  government  has  sold  and  re- 
ceived pay  for  the  said  lands.  By  testimony  taken  since  the  case  has 
been  before  this  committtee,  and  with  their  sanction,  it  appears 
altogether  probable  that  other  persons  are,  and  for  many  years  hare 
been,  in  the  possession  of  these  lands  under  adverse  paramount  titles; 
or,  at  any  rate,  that  the  heirs  of  Turvin  have  not  been  in  possession 
of  any  portion  thereof  for  the  last  twenty-five  or  thirty  years.  How 
they  lost  their  possession,  whether  by  sale  or  voluntary  abandonment, 
or  a  legal  eviction,  does  not  appear,  and  we  are  left  to  the  inference 
that  they  yielded,  either  willingly  or  by  restraint,  to  the  adverse 
titles,  which  certainly  were  superior  in  legal  validity.  Upon  this 
part  of  the  case  yonr  committee  would  have  been  relieved  by  proof 
more  satisfactory  and  explicit  than  any  which  has  been  adduced,  and 
proof  which  is  oDviously  accessible  to  the  claimants. 

Still,  in  the  entire  absence  of  any  fact  to  excite  a  suspicion  that  the 
parties  are  endeavoring  to  secure  from  the  government  compensation 
for  lands  which  they  still  hold,  or  which  they  have  sold  and  con- 
veyed, your  committee  concur  with  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  reporl 
back  the  bill,  (which  is  the  same  bill  reported  to  the  Senate  by  th( 

Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  in  favor  of  the  heirs  of  Willian 
Turvin,  deceased,  on  the  10th  day  of  July,  1854,)  with  a  recom 
mendation  that  the  bill  do  pass  with  the  following  amendment :  Aite 
the  words  '^  private  sale,"  in  the  eleventh  line,  insert  the  following 

"  at  the  price  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre." 
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DINAH  MINIS. 

fTo  ftooompanj  BUI  H.  R  No.  481.] 


April  16, 1858. 


Mr.  Hatnard,  from  the  C!ommittee  of  Claims,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  of  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Dinah 
MiniSj  praying  for  '^  the  passage  of  a  law  authorizing  the  payment  to 
her  of  certain  amounts  of  loanSy*'  dtc.,  have  had  the  same  under  oon^ 
miaratumj  and  beg  leave  to  report: 

The  petitioner  predicates  her  claim  upon  the  three  following  oertifi- 
artes,  towit: 

fSo.  93.]  United  States  Loan  Office, 

StaU  of  Georgia,  August  19,  1791. 

Be  it  known  that  there  is  due  from  the  United  States  of  America 
onto  Mr.  George  Whitefield,  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  or  his 
urigns,  the  snm  of  thirty-seven  dollars  and  twenty-seven  and  two* 
thirds  cents,  bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum  from  the  1st 
lay  of  January,  1801,  inclusively,  payable  quarter  yearly,  and  sub- 
ject to  redemption  by  payments  not  exceeding  in  one  year,  on  account 
of  both  principal  and  interest,  the  proportion  of  eight  dollars  upon  a 
bondred  of  the  stock  bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent.,  created  by  vir- 
toe  of  an  act  making  provision  for  the  debt  of  the  United  States, 
paned  on  the  fourth  day  of  August,  1790,  which  debt  is  recorded  in 
tIu8o£Sce,  and  is  transferable  only  by  appearance  in  person  or  by 
attorney  at  the  proper  office,  according  to  the  rules  and  forms  insti* 
tnted  for  that  purpose. 

RICH'D  WYLLY, 

Commissioner  of  Loans. 

137  27} 


Bo.  94.]  United  States  Loan  Office, 

8taie  of  Georgia,  August  19,  1791. 

Beit  known  that  there  is  due  from  the  United  States  of  America 
^to  Mr.  George  Whitefield,  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  or  hi» 
•««igns,  the  sum  of  seventy-four  dollars  and  fifty-five  and  one-third 
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cents,  bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum  from  the  1st  day  of 
January,  1791,  inclusively,  payable  quarter  yearly,  and  subject  to 
redemption  by  payments  not  exceeding  in  one  vear,  on  account  both 
of  principal  and  interest,  the  proportion  of  eight  dollars  upon  a  hun- 
dred of  the  stock  bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent.,  created  by  virtue 
of  an  act  making  provision  for  the  debt  of  the  United  States,  passed 
on  the  fourth  day  of  August,  1790,  which  debt  is  recorded  in  this 
office,  and  is  transferable  only  by  appearance  in  person  or  by  attorney 
at  the  proper  office,  according  to  the  rules  and  forms  instituted  for 
that  purpose. 

RIOH'D  WYLLY, 

Commissioner  o/LoaM» 

$74  66^. 


No.  104.]  Unitkd  Statbs  Loan  Offigk, 

StaJte  of  Georgia,  August  19,  1791. 

Be  it  known  that  there  is  due  from  the  United  States  of  America 
unto  Mr.  George  Whitefield,  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  or  his 
assigns,  the  sum  of  eighty-one  dollars  and  sixty-six  cents,  bearing 
interest  at  three  per  cent,  per  annum,  from  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1791,  inclusively,  payable  quarter  yearly,  and  subject  to  redemp- 
tion by  the  payment  of  said  sum,  whenever  provision  shall  be  maoe 
therefor  by  law,  which  debt  is  recorded  in  this  office,  and  is  transfera- 
ble only  by  appearance  in  person,  or  by  attorney,  at  the  proper 
office,  according  to  the  rules  and  forms  instituted  for  that  purpose. 

RIOH'D  WYLLY, 
$81  66.  Commissioner  of  LwxM. 


The  following  letters  from  the  Registers  of  the  Treasury  show  that 
these  several  certificates  constitute  valid  claims  against  the  United 
States  in  favor  of  Qeorge  Whitefield,  or  his  legal  representatives  or 
attorney : 

Trbasurt  Dbpartbient, 
Begister's  Office,  January  8,  1825. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  amounts  due  and  now  pajft- 
ble  on  the  certificates  in  the  name  of  G^rge  Whitefield,  at  the 
branch  bank  United  States,  in  this  city,  is  $261  89 ;  that  there  are 
nine  months'  interest  payable  at  the  loan  office,  at  l%ivannah,  on  the 
certificate  for  $81  66,  three  per  cent. ;  and  that  the  final  dividends 
on  account  of  principal  and  interest  of  the  other  two  certificates} 
amounting  to  $1  64,  are  also  payable  at  the  said  loan  office  upon  the 
surrender  at  that  office  of  the  certificates. 
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Permit  me,  however,  to  observe  that  the  transfer  on  the  back  of  the 

certificates  will  not  be  admitted  as  a  legal  assignment,  and  that  the 

nterest  can  only  be  received  by  the  original  proprietor,  George  White- 

Sdd,  or  by  his  legal  representative  or  attorney. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOSEPH  NOURSE, 

Begister. 
Hon.  E.  F.  Tattnall. 


Tbbasubt  Depabtmsnt, 
Begister'a  Office,  February  9, 1857. 

Sm:  In  reply  to  the  communication  accompanying  the  letter  of  the 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  referred  to  me  for  attention,  I  have  the  honor  to 
report  that,  upon  reference  to  the  records  of  this  office,  there  appears 
to  be  oatstanding  a  3  per  cent,  stock  certificate,  as  described,  in  favor 
of  George  Whitefield,  together  with  unclaimed  dividends  on  the  same. 
The  principal  and  interest  will  be  paid  to  the  legal  representative 
of  the  estate,  or  to  his  duly  constituted  attorney,  upon  a  surrender  of 
the  certificates,  and  the  requisite  receipts  on  the  proper  books  of  the 
department. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

F.  BIGGER, 
Begiater. 
Hon.  Jambs  Guthrib, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  only  question  arising  is  as  to  the  title  of  the  several  certificates. 
George  Whitefield,  the  orignal  payee,  is  alleged  to  have  disappeared 
from  the  recollection  of  persons  now  living,  and  neither  he  nor  his 
descendants  or  legal  representatives  have,  after  the  most  diligent 
March,  been  found.  It  might,  perhaps,  be  sufficient  to  leave  the  case, 
in  this  state  of  facts,  upon  the  ordinary  presumption  arising  from  the 
possession  of  a  personal  chattel,  or  a  chose  in  action.  But  in  this 
instance  we  are  not  forced  to  resort  to  presumptive  evidence  alone. 
TJpon  the  certificates  occur  endorsements,  substantially  alike  in  each, 
in  the  following  form : 

'^  I  request  that  the  within  certificate  be  transferred  from  the  loan 
office  in  the  State  of  Georgia  to  the  same  office  in  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylrania,  in  favor  of  Mr.  Henry  Henderson,  of  the  city  of  Philadel- 
pliia. 

Witness  my  hand  this  sixteenth  day  of  January,  1T96. 

GEO.  WHITEFIELD. 

Henry  Henderson,  on  the  sixth  day  of  March,  1802,  executed  the 
following  power  of  attorney  : 
UinTBD  States  of  America  : 

Enow  all  men  by  these  presents  that  I,  Henry  Henderson,  of  Phil- 
adelphia, hatter,  do  make,  constitute,  and  appoint  mjr  trusty  friend 
Thomas  Fowler,  of  the  city  of  Savannah,  State  of  Georgia,  shopkeeper, 
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my  tnie  and  lawful  attorney,  for  me  and  in  my  name  to  demand  and 
receive  all  interest  and  dividends  which  are  or  shall  become  due  and 
payable  on  certain  stock  in  the  commissioner's  book  of  the  United 
States  loan  office  for  the  district  of  Georgia,  in  the  name  of  Gkorge 
Whitefieldy  to  wit:  one  certificate,  number  ninty-three,  for  the  sum  of 
thirty  seven  dollars  and  twenty-seven  and  two-thirds  cents,  bearing 
interest  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum  after  the  year  1801 ;  one  other 
certificate,  number  ninety-four,  for  the  sum  of  seventy-four  dollars  and 
fifty  five  and  one-third  cents,  bearing  an  annual  interest  of  six  per 
cent. ;  and  also  one  other  certificate,  number  one  hundred  and  fonr, 
for  the  sum  of  eighty-one  dollars  and  sixty-six  cents,  at  the  yearly 
interest  of  three  per  cent.,  and  all  dated  the  19th  day  of  August,  1791, 
with  power^  also,  an  attorney  or  attornies  under  him  for  that  purpose 
to  make  and  substitute,  and  to  do  all  lawful  acts  requisite  for  effecting 
the  premises,  truly  ratifying  and  confirming  all  that  my  said  attorney 
or  his  substitute  or  substitutes  shall  do  therein  bv  virtue  hereof. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  herei^nto  set  my  hand  and  seal,  in  the 
PI  city  of  Philadelphia,  the  sixth  day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our 
I-  '    '-I  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  two. 

HENRY  HENDERSON. 

Sealed  and  delivered  in  presence  of  us — 

Joseph  Humphreys,  Jr. ,  of  PhUaddphia^  Notary  PMk, 
John  H.  Idb,  of  Philaddphia,  Mefvhant. 

The  following  letter  from  Henry  Henderson  to  Thomas  Fowler,  biB 
attorney,  throws  light  upon  the  probable  disposition  made  of  the 
certificates  by  the  latter : 

Philadblphia,  Deoemher  10, 1802. 

Dbab  Sir  :  It  is  some  time  since  I  had  this  pleasure,  since  when 
none  of  your  favors  have  come  to  hand.  Pray,  has  anything  been 
done  with  the  papers  ?  If  not,  dear  sir,  be  ^ood  enough  to  dispose 
of  them  to  the  best  advantage,  or  give  them  in  barter  for  as  much  u 
they  will  bring  and  send  this  same  by  Captain  Bennett,  which  will 
much  oblige,  dear  sir,  yours,  &c. 

HENRY  HENDERSON. 

Mr.  Thomas  Fowler. 

The  followinff  letter  from  the  Hon.  Edward  F.  Tattnall  addresse 
to  Isaac  Minis  shows  very  conclusively  that  at  that  date  Mr.  Minis  wf 
the  holder  of  the  said  certificates : 

Washingtok,  January  9,  1825. 

Dear  Minis  :  Enclosed  are  the  papers  with  which  you  intrustc 
me  and  also  a  communication  in  regard  to  them  from  the  Regist< 
Treasury  Department.  If  I  can  be  of  further  service  to  you  oommar 
me.  In  such  case,  however,  recollect  to  return  me  the  Register's  not 
as  it  will  serve  me  as  a  guide.  Tell  Myers  I  will  write  him  in  a  day  ^ 
two. 

I  am,  with  esteem  and  warmth,  your  friend, 

EDWARD  F.  TATTNALL. 

Isaac  Minib,  Esq. 
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i  alleged  that  Isaae  Minis  is  now  dead  and  that  petitioner  is 
dow ;  it  might  be  enough  to  place  her  claim  upon  the  blank 
lement  appearing  upon  the  certificates,  by  analogy  to  the  rules 
ain^  commercial  paper.  But  this  is  strengthened  to  such  a  degree 
3  other  facts  in  the  case  as  to  leave  scarcely  a  doubt  that  the 
cates  are  just  and  in  good  faith  the  property  of  the  petitioner, 
igh  their  form  is  such  that,  by  the  rules  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 

the  amounts  due  upon  them  cannot  be  paid  to  her. 
lerefore  your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  a  bill 
rizing  the  amount  due  upon  them  to  be  paid  to  the  petitioner  or 
gal  representatiye  upon  the  surrender  of  the  original  certificates  at 
reasury ;  and  that,  to  enable  her  so  to  do,  she  be  permitted  to 
iraw  from  the  files  the  said  certificates  on  leaying  certified  copies 

same. 
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As  the  efficiency  of  boards  of  inspectors  of  steamers  depends  in  i 

freat  degree  upon  their  constant  employment  in  their  official  datiea 
have  heretofore  expressed  the  opinion,  which  I  now  repeat,  that  th^ 
existing  provisions  of  the  law  as  to  the  locality  of  inspectors  appear 
to  be  sufficient  to  meet  ordinary  and  probable  requirements,  except  oi 
the  Upper  Mississippi  and  Oregon.  I  must  therefore  decline  givini 
my  approbation  to  the  establishment  of  new  boards  of  local  inspector 
at  any  other  points. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Hon.  John  C!ochranb, 

Chairman  Committer  on  Commerotj 

House  of  BepresenUdives. 


35th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Repokt 
\8t  Session,     \  \  No.  249. 


SIGNAL  LIGHTS  FOR  SAIL  VESSELS. 


April  15, 1858.— Orderod  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  E.  B.  WASflBURNEy  from  the  Committee  on  Commercei  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

tk  Committee  on  Commerce  ^  to  whom  ijoaa  referred  ike  subject  of  signal 
lights  for  sail  vessels  y  submit  the  following  report: 

^  This  system  o\  signal  lights  for  sail  vessels,  as  proposed  by  the 
!  petitioners,  we  conceive,  is  liable  to  tnany  objections,  and  would  be 
Qoneoessarily  burdensome  upon  those  having  the  management  of  such 
^ft,  and  is  also  extremely  complicated  when  compared  with  the 
simple,  iuexpensive,  and  efficient  system  of  signal  lights  provided  for 
such  vessels,  in  the  steamboat  bill  now  before  Congress,  and  which, 
^e believe,  will  operate  far  more  effectually  in  preventing  collision, 
l)oth  between  steani  and  sail  vessels,  and  between  one  sail  vessel  and 
•Dother. 

The  petitioners  propose,  briefly,  the  following  method  of  exhibiting 

And  manouvring  certain  white  and  colored  lights  by  which  a  vessel 

may  commuoicate,  approximately,  to  others  the  course  she  may  be 

steering  when  compared  with  the  direction  from  which  the  wind  is 

blowing  at  the  time,  viz  :  That  when  a  vessel  is  on  the  ^^  starboard 

fodfc  (viz : .  with  the  wind  blowing  on  her  starboard  side)   she  shall 

carry  a  stationary  red  light  on  the  **pawl  bitt,"  (which  is  at  the  head 

of  the  vessel  and  on  deck,)  and  that,  in  addition  to  this  stationary 

fed  light,  shall  be  exhibited  by  hand,  in  certain  cases,  and  when  the 

vessel  is  '*  close-hauled"  on  the  wind,  another  stationary  red  light. 

Bat  if  the  vessel  is  not  '<  close-hauled,"  (viz  :  going  as  near  the  wind 

«a  possible,)  but  yet  has  the  wind  forward  of  the  '*beara,"  instead  of 

ttu  additional  stationary  red  light,  as  above  described,  a  white  light  is 

te  be  exhibited,  and  manouvred  by  handy  as  a  flash  light.     When  the 

Vessel  ie  **  going  off  large,"  or  with  the  wind  abaft  the  beam,  instead 

of  a  white  flash  light,  as  above  described,  a  red  flash  light  is  to  be 

employed.     When  the  vessel  is  sailing  before  the  wind,  the  additional 

band  light  is  to  be  changed  to  a  steady  white  light. 

When  the  vessel  is  sailing  on  the  "port  tack,"  these  various  opera- 
tions are  the  same,  except  that  a  green  light  is  substituted  for  the  red. 
With  this  arrangement,  under  the  various  circumstances  enumer- 
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ated,  the  same  veBsel  maj  exhibit  signal  lights  in  ten  different  ways, 
viz: 

Starboard  tack. 

Fixed  red  light. 

Fixed  red  light  and  steady  red  hand  light. 

Fixed  red  light  and  white  hand  flash  light. 

Fixed  red  light  and  red  hand  flash  light. 

Fixed  red  light  and  steady  white  hand  light. 

Port  tack. 

Fixed  green  light. 

Fixed  green  light  and  steady  green  hand  light. 
Fixed  green  light  and  white  hand  flash  light. 
Fixed  green  light  and  green  hand  flash  light. 
Fixed  green  light  and  steady  white  hand  light. 

From  the  great  number  of  changes  required  by  this  system,  we 
conceive  that  it  would  be  very  liable  to  mismangement  and  abude  from 
want  of  care  and  attention  on-  the  part  of  persons  entrusted  with  the 
duty  of  changing  the  lanterns,  which  would  beget  confusion  and  mis- 
construction as  to  the  course  of  the  vessel ;  for  if  the  signals  are  not 
promptly  changed  when  the  vessel  changes  her  tack,  the  light*  will 
indicate  exactly  the  opposite  tack  from  that  on  which  the  vessel  is 
standing.  Delay  in  changing  the  signals  would  also  be  likely  to  take 
place  from  the  fact  that  that,  when  a  vessel  is**  going  about,*' or 
changing  her  tack,  all  the  persons  on  deck  are  required  to  manage  the 
sails,  so  that,  if  the  signals  were  not  changed  until  the  vessel  had 
filled  away  on  another  tack,  and  everything  made  fast^  she  would  be 
standing  on  a  course  with  false  signals^  which  might,  in  certain  cases, 
from  the  vessel  not  having  given  the  earliest  possible  intimation  of 
her  change  of  course,  be  attended  with  disastrous  consequences.  It 
would  also  be  impossible,  in  case  of  several  vessels  approaching  from 
various  directions,  to  show  these  signals  uniformly  to  each,  as  they 
are  exhibited  from  the  deck  of  the  vessel,,  and,  at  least,  one  of  the 
lights  would,  in  such  cases,  undoubtedly  be  hid  by  the  sails  or  rigsjing 
from  some  one  of  the  approaching  vessels,  as  the  hand  light  could  not 
be  so  held  as  to  show  all  around  the  horizon.  However  perfect  this 
system  of  lights  for  sail  vessels  may  be,  if  carried  out  properly  and 
uniformly,  it  is  entirely  inadequate  as  a  means  of  preventing  collision 
between  steam  and  sail  vessels.  A  person  on  the  deck  of  a  sail  vessel 
can  always  tell  by  his  compass  how  the  wind  is  blowing,  even  if  the 
wind  is  very  light,  but  it  is  not  so  with  the  steam  vessel,  for  the  pilot 
of  a  steam  vessel,  if  the  wind  is  light,  ha^  no  means  of  knowing  the 
direction  from  which  it  is  blowing,  except  by  reference  to  the  sails  of 
vessels  he  may  see  passing  in  the  dark,  and  the  steamer's  compass  in 
connexion.  This  arises  from  the  fact  of  the  steamer  creating  a  breeze 
of  its  own  by  passing  rapidly  forward,  irrespective  of  the  wind ;  and 
it  is  quite  usual  to  see  the  sails  of  a  passing  vessel  filled  exactly  in  the 
opposite  direction  from  what  would  have  been  supposed  by  persons  in 
the  pilot  house  or  on  the  deck  of  the  steamer.     Therefore,  a  system  of 


SIGNAL  LIGHTS  FOB  SAIL  VESSELS.  3 

lights  which  communicates  simply  how  a  vessel  is  sailing  by  the  wind, 
is  not  always  sufficient  to  inform  the  pilot  of  a  steamer  how  such 
vessel  is  sailing  comparatively  with  the  course  of  the  steamer.  For 
example :  If  a  steamer  is  steering  east,  with  a  light  wind  from  the 
westward,  and  the  pilot,  not  being  sensible  of  this  on  account  of  the 
steamer's  rapid  motion  forward,  comes  suddenly  upon  the  red  light 
of  a  sail  vessel  ahead,  he  sees  that  the  vessel  is  on  her  starboard  tack, 
and,  believing  the  wind  to  be  from  the  eastward,  concludes  that  the 
vessel  is  crossing  his  bows  to  port,  when,  in  fact,  what  wind  there 
may  be  is  from  the  westward,  and  the  vessel  is  sailing  in  exactly  the 
opposite  direction  from  what  he  supposed,  and  is  crossing  over  to  star- 
board ;  and  if,  from  this  misapprehension,  he  has  put  his  helm  to  port, 
and  has  got  his  vessel  swinging,  collision  would,  in  many  cases,  be 
inevitable. 

The  adoption  of  two  systems  of  colored  lights  to  be  used  upon  the 
same  waters,  one  for  steamers  and  the  other  for  sail  vessels,  one  of 
these  systems,  now  established  for  steamers  by  law,  determining  to 
the  observer  which  side  of  the  vessel  is  towards  him,  and  the  other  to 
determine  how  the  vessel  is  sailing  by  the  wind,  may  lead  to  many 
fatal  errors,  in  addition  to  that  just  stated.  A  steamer  may  be  taken 
for  a  sail  vessel,  and  contrawise ;  and,  as  frequently  happens,  a  num- 
ber of  sail  vessels  may  be  in  a  chanhel,  in  close  proximity  to  each 
otber,  and  a  steamer  may  be  passing  through  anSongst  them  ;  now,  if 
they  all  carry  colored  lights,  another  approaching  steamer,  amongst 
the  throng  of  vessels,  may  not  perceive  the  presence  of  other  than  sail 
vessels,  and  may  not  be  sufficiently  forewarned  of  the  approach  of  a 
steam  vessel  to  avoid  collision  in  any  exigency  which  might  arise 
therefrom. 

It  is  very  desirable  that  the  use  of  colored  lights  should  be  confined 
(xdusivdy  to  steam  vessels  as  a  signal  by  which  it  will  be  certainly 
known  to  all  other  vessels  that  a  steamer  is  approaching.  This  is  ot 
the  utmost  importance. 

A  plan  offoced  lights,  which  will  at  once  show  the  relative  cause  or 
direction  of  sailing  of  each  vessel,  whether  propelled  by  wind  or 
steam,  is  the  only  safe  system  to  be  adopted  ;  and  the  system  before 
referred  to  as  provided  for  such  vessels,  in  the  steamboat  hill  now  be- 
fore Congress,  is  not  only  applicable  to  all  vessels,  but  is  extremely 
simple  and  effective,  having  been  thoroughly  tested  on  steam  vessels 
on  many  waters  of  the  United  States,  as  the  only  signal  lights  carried 
by  them  for  many  years,  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  the  30th 
day  of  August,  1852,  relating  to  steamboats,  and  is  substantially  as 
follows,  viz :  That  every  sail  vessel  shall  carry  two  stationary  white 
lights,  forming  a  **  fore  and  aft  range."  One  of  these  lights  is  to  be 
hoisted  up  into  the  after  or  main  rigging  of  the  vessel  in  a  central 
position,  and  to  such  a  height  as  to  be  seen  above  all  sails  carried 
upon  the  vessel  in  the  night,  and  when  viewed  from  whatever  direc- 
tion. The  ^her  light  is  to  be  carried  low  down,  and  forward  on  the 
bowsprit  cap,  or  on  one  of  the  head  stays  of  the  vessel,  and  to  be  seen 
through  an  arc  of  three- fourths  of  the  compass. 

Now,  if  a  steamer  is  approaching  a  sail  vessel  carrying  lights  as 
just  stated,  and  the  lights  are  seen  in  range,  (one  over  the  other,)  she 
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is  informed  that  the  sail  vessel  is  standing  directly  for  the  steamer; 
but  if  the  low  light  is  seen  to  be  to  the  left  of  the  high  light,  she  is 
informed  that  the  sail  vessel  is  standing  across  her  bow  in  some 
direction  to  port,  (or  to  the  left.)  The  steamer  needs  no  other  infor- 
mation ;  the  helm,  if  so  near  as  to  fear  contact,  is  immediately  put  to 
port,  and  she  passes  astern  of  the  sail  vessel.  This  would  also  be  the 
cenduct  of  a  sail  vessel  with  a  free  wind  ;  (steamers  are  always  con- 
sidered on  a  free  wind ;)  and  is  also  according  to  common  usage. 
With  regard  to  the  "  rules  for  passing,"  presented  by  the  petitionera, 
we  consider  it  inexpedient  to  legislate. 


35th  Consbbbs,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    C    Report 
Ut  Seaaion.     \  )  No.  250. 


BAILROAD  BRIDGE  ACROSS  THE  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  AT 

ROCK  ISLAND. 


April  15,  1858. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  E.  B.  Washburn,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

On  the  4th  day  of  January,  1858,  the  House  of  Representatives  re- 
ferred to  your  committee  the  following  resolution  : 

Resdvedj  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed  to  inquire 
if  the  railroad  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  river  at  Rock  Island,  Illi- 
nois, is  a  serious  obstruction  to  the  navigation  of  said  river,  and  if  so, 
to  report  to  this  House  what  action,  if  any,  is  necessary,  on  the  part 
of  the  government,  to  cause  said  obstruction  to  be  removed. 

The  committee  have  given  that  attention  to  the  subject  which  its 
importance  demands,  and  in  their  examination  they  find,  that  the 
railroad  bridge  company  was  incorporated  by  the  legislature  of  the 
State  of  Illinois,  17th  January,  1853,  for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
a  railroad  bridge  between  the  city  of  Rock  Island,  in  the  State  of  Illi- 
nois, and  the  city  of  Davenport,  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  they  soon 
afterwards  commenced  to  erect  the  structure  commonly  known  as  the 
Bock  Island  bridge.  The  route,  as  located,  extended  over  the  island 
of  Rock  Island,  then  and  now  belonging  to  the  general  government, 
and  held  as  a  military  reservation.  The  Secretary  of  War  directed 
the  Uoited  States  district  attorney  of  the  State  of  Illinois,  to  apply 
for  an  injunction  against  the  company,  to  prevent  their  crossing  this 
island,  and  in  the  course  of  the  trial,  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
bridge  would  be  a  material  obstruction  to  the  navigation  of  the  river 
was  areued,  and  some  testimony  taken  upon  that  subject.  The  great 
point,  however,  was  made  as  to  their  right  to  cross  the  island,  and 
the  question  of  the  interests  of  navigation  seems  to  have  been  merely 
inddental.  As  the  former  branch  of  the  subject  is  not  embraced  in 
the  resolution,  we  confine  ourselves  to  the  latter.  The  case  is  reported 
in  the  sixth  volume  of  McLean's  reports,  page  517. 

The  charter  of  the  bridge  company  contains  this  clause :  "  The  said 

fedge  shall  be  constructed  in  such  a  manner  as  shall  not  materially 

obitract  or  interfere  with  the  free  navigation  of  said  river." 

\     Judge  McLean,  in  refusing  the  injunction,  says,  that  the  State  of 

f    Illinois  have  an  undoubted  right  to  authorize  the  construction  of  a 

'  *'ge,  provided  the  same  do  not  materially  obstruct  the  free  naviga- 
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tion  of  the  river.  He  quotes  very  little  of  the  testimony,  but  says  that 
it  is  very  contradictory.  The  depositions  introduced  by  the  plaintiffs 
assert,  that  it  will  in  a  great  degree  destroy  the  commerce  of  the  river, 
while  those  introduced  by  the  company  aver  that  it  will  be  no  material 
obstruction,  and  he  reconciles  this  discrepancy  by  stating  that  the 
witnesses  on  the  two  sides  do  not  in  their  minds  locate  the  bridge  at 
the  pame  point  in  the  river.  He  says  that  the  plaintiffs'  witnesses 
place  it  high  up  at  the  foot  of  the  rapids,  where  the  current  is  strong 
and  would  render  a  passage  through  the  draw  difficult  and  dangerous. 

The  Jud^e  quotes  the  testimony  of  the  engineer  of  the  company  as 
to  the  location  as  follows :  '*  The  draw  is  to  be  a  turn-table  draw,  284 
feet  in  length,  supported  in  the  centre  by  a  circular  stone  pier  of  solid 
masonry,  leaving  an  opening  on  each  side  of  such  turn-table  pier  120  feet 
in  the  clear ;  that  such  draw  is  over  the  main  channel  and  deepest  water 
of  the  river  on  the  line  where  the  bridge  crosses ;  and  that  it  is  the  line  of 
navigation  uniformly  taken  by  the  boats  running  up  and  down.  From 
the  bridge  up  on  the  sides  of  the  river  there  are  two  chains  of  rocks, 
which  at  the  bridge  are  the  widest  apart,  and  gradually  convergiog 
as  you  ascend,  until  at  the  distance  of  about  two-thirds  of  a  mile  above 
the  bridge  the  channel  becomes  quite  narrow,  not  exceeding  in  width 
60  feet ;  that  this  narrow  opening  is  nearly  in  a  right  Hue  with  the 
channel  as  it  now  runs  through  said  point  to  the  proposed  draw  in  the 
bridge."  The  Judge  quotes  from  another  deposition  introduced  by 
the  bridge  company,  and  the  only  one  where  the  actual  velocity  of  the 
current  is  stated,  as  follows :  **  The  velocity  of  the  current  from  the 
chain  to  the  bridge  is  little  more  than  two  and  a  half  miles  per  hour." 
The  Judge  thinks,  from  the  concurrent  views  of  the  witnesses  who 
speak  of  the  bridge  where  it  is  being  constructed,  there  will  be  but 
little  or  no  delay  or  hazard  in  passing  the  draws.  If  any  injury  should 
result  to  boats  from  any  want  of  attention  by  the  bridge  company,  or 
the  structure  of  the  draw,  they  being  managed  with  reasonable  care, 
an  action  at  law  may  be  resorted  to  as  in  other  cases  of  injury. 

We  are  satisfied  that  this  bridge  has  not  been  built  at  all  according 
to  the  plans  produced  before  the  court  at  that  time ;  the  engineer  states 
that  the  long  pier  was  to  be  284  feet  long,  while  the  same  engineer 
testifies  in  the  Effie  Afton  case  (quoted  below)  that  this  pier  is  386  feet 
long,  an  addition  of  more  than  one  hundred  fleet;  he  further  says,  that 
that  there  are  to  be  two  draws,  each  120  feet  in  the  clear  in  the  line  of 
navigation  uniformly  taken  by  boats  passing  up  and  down,  and  that 
the  opening  in  the  chain  of  rocks  above  is  nearly  in  a  right  line  with 
the  channel  as  it  runs  to  the  proposed  draw  of  the  bridge.  Now  the 
testimony  in  the  Effie  Afton  case  shows  conclusively  that  the  draw  is 
in  the  line  of  the  channel,  but  that  this  great  pier,  386  feet  long  aud 
45  feet  wide,  is  placed  at  a  considerable  angle  with  this  channel,  and 
that  this  angle  is  so  great  that  pilots  in  boats  descending  cannot  see 
through  the  draw  till  they  are  close  to  it,  and  then  borne  along  hj  a 
very  rapid  current,  and  just  above  the  head  of  the  short  pier  on  the  east 
side  of  the  draw  they  are  obliged  to  make  a  sudden  turn  with  their  boats 
and  rely  upon  their  water-wheels,  the  rudder  being  useless  by  reason 
of  the  peculiar  movements  of  the  water. 

Most  of  the  pilots  in  the  Afton  case  testify  that  the  current  in  the 


BBIDGE  ACROSS  THE  MISSISSIPPI  AT   BOCK  ISLAND.  3 

draw  is  very  rapid,  none  of  them  making  it  less  that  eight  miles  an 
honr  in  high  water,  and  five  miles  in  low.  The  only  witness  for  the 
bridge  company  in  that  suit  who  states  the  velocity,  puts  it  at  five 
miles,  and,  as  he  does  not  give  the  stage  of  water,  it  is  fair  to  infer 
that  it  was  at  low  water. 

The  only  witness  as  to  the  rapidity  of  the  current  who  is  quoted  by 
Judge  McLean,  in  the  argument  for  an  application  for  an  iniunction, 
is  one  introduced  by  the  bridge  company,  and  he  says  it  is  but  little 
more  than  two  and  a  half  miles  per  hour.  In  the  most  favorable 
view  of  the  case  for  the  bridge  company,  they  have  doubled  the  velocity 
of  the  current  in  the  draw  on  the  Illinois  side  of  the  long  pier,  and 
rendered  the  opening  on  the  Iowa  side  of  this  pier  of  no  value,  no 
boat  ever  having  attempted  to  pass  there  ;  or  else  they  have  placed 
the  bridge  higher  up,  where  it  was  admitted  by  all  parties  that  the 
stream  was  rapid. 

The  number  of  passages  by  steamers  at  this  point  is  about  one 
thousand  a  year,  each  of  them  having  on  board,  without  doubt,  many 
passengers  and  valuable  freight.  If,  as  the  friends  of  the  bridge  as- 
sert, the  railroad  interests  need  a  bridge  near  that  point,  surely  it 
should  be  constructed  in  the  best  possible  manner  and  so  as  to  afford 
the  best  water  way  and  easiest  passage  for  the  very  largo  number  of 
boats  passing  there.  We  think  the  company  have  failed  to  do  this,  and 
that  any  bridge  is  a  ^^  material  obstruction"  which  is  susceptible  of 
being  essentially  improved. 

We  base  this  opinion  upon  the  testimony  of  several  distinguished 
civil  engineers,  who  have  not  seen  the  bridge,  but  have  given  us  their 
Tiews,  taking  the  following  facts : 

"The  long  pier  is  more  than  one  hundred  feet  longer,  and  is 
eighteen  feet  wider,  than  the  truss  which  swings  over  it ;  its  lines  are 
all  right  lines,  and  it  is  set  in  a  rapid  current,  at  a  considerable  angle 
with  that  current."  The  improvements  should  be  such  as  would  re- 
duce the  length  of  this  long  pier  100  feet,  make  all  the  lines  of  the 
rides  curved  lines,  and  place  its  axis  in  a  direct  line  with  the  current. 
As  all  the  testimony  shows  that  about  half  a  mile  further  down  the 
river  the  current  is  very  slack,  we  think  there  is  no  doubt  but  some 
such  location  should  be  chosen.  We  have  asked  the  opinion  of  civil 
engineers  who  have  seen  the  bridge,  and  they  unite  in  saying  its  posi- 
tion is  very  bad,  unlike  any  they  have  ever  before  seen,  and  that  it 
cannot  be  otherwise  than  a  very  serious  obstruction  to  the  passage  of 
koats.  Upon  the  best  authority,  we  believe  that  the  angle  of  the  long 

C'  r  with  the  centre  of  the  channel  through  the  rocks  above,  which  has 
n  described  by  the  company's  engineer,  is  twenty-six  degrees — 
nearly  one-third  of  a  right  angle.  We  have  had  maps  of  the  bridge 
•nd  vicinity  before  us,  and  had  the  testimony  of  a  reliable  civil  en- 
gineer that  his  floats  at  different  stages  of  water  would  go  differently 
through  the  draw,  sometimes  passing  pretty  nearly  straight  through, 
and  at  other  times,  when  the  water  was  high,  going  from  within  ten 
feet  of  the  head  of  the  long  pier  diagonally  across  the  draw  to 
within  five  feet  of  the  head  of  the  short  pier.  He  explained  the  tes- 
timony of  these  many  witnesses  for  the  bridge  on  the  Effie  Afton  trial, 
who  had  seen  chips  and  floats  thrown  from  the  head  of  the  long 
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pier  and  pass  straight  through,  hj  saying  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
oblique  position  of  the  pier,  the  water  so  piles  up  along  its  side  that 
any  float  put  into  the  water  within  eight  feet  of  the  pier  will  pass 
along  parallel  with  its  side,  but  if  thrown  two  feet  further  out,  or  ten 
ieet  from  the  pier,  in  some  stages,  it  will  shoot  off  directly  towards 
the  short  pier. 

He  says  that  the  currents  in  the  draw  vary  with  every  change  in  the 
height  ot  the  water.  At  low  water  there  are  few  or  no  boils  or  eddies, 
but  when  the  water  is  high  they  are  numerous,  and  the  current  across 
the  draw  very  strong;  further,  that  they  are  much  worse  when  the 
water  is  rising  than  when  it  is  falling.  In  the  Effie  Afton  trial  about 
fifty  experienced  steamboat  captains  and  pilots  testified  that  this  bridge 
is  a  very  serious  obstruction  to  the  navigation,  while  but  one  steamboat 
pilot  testifies  to  the  contrary,  and  his  experience  is  confined  to  one 
short  stern-wheel  boat  built  and  used  exclusively  for  towing. 

The  testimony  of  the  civil  engineers  is  nearly  of  equal  weight  on 
both  sides,  except  that  most  of  those  introduced  by  the  defence  say 
that  experienced  captains  and  pilots  should  know  more  about  the 
difficulties  than  any  civil  engineers. 

The  question  which  was  contested  at  the  trial,  whether  the  Aflon 
was  at  that  time  skillfully  navigated  is  not  germain  here ;  the  record 
of  twenty-three  other  boats  having  been  wrecked  or  damaged  at  that 
point  where  there  was  never  an  accident  before  is  conclusive  to  our 
minds  that  the  utmost  care  and  skill  will  not  always  avail  to  escape 
this  danger.  The  defence  seem  to  have  made  a  great  point  in  the 
fact  that  the  rapids  above  are  dangerous,  and  that  this  bridge  is  no 
worse  than  the  rapids.  It  is  admitted  by  all  parties  that  during  low 
water  boats  do  not  pass  there  easily,  but  it  is  equally  well  known  that 
during  high  water  they  are  no  inconvenience  whatever.  Now  this 
bridge  is  comparatively  easily  passed  at  low  water  when  the  great 
obstruction  is  at  the  rapids  above,  but  when  that  is  removed  by  the 
depth  of  the  water  then  the  bridge  is  the  most  dangerous. 

At  the  time  the  Afton  was  lost  there  were  twelve  boats  waiting  for 
the  wind  to  subside,  so  that  they  could  pass  the  draw — some  of  them 
had  been  there  two  days ;  the  expenses  of  one  of  those  boats  per  day, 
while  in  commission,  is  $260,  on  an  average — this  is  $3,000  for  one 
day ;  if  each  one  had  100  passengers,  and  their  time  was  worth,  each, 
one  dollar  per  day,  we  add  $1,200;  then  we  must  add  interest  on  the 
boats  and  their  cargoes  and  the  half  per  cent,  extra  insurance  charged 
for  passing  the  bridge.  These  items  would  undoubtedly  foot  up 
$20,000  for  that  single  day,  to  which  add  $50,000  for  the  boat  and 
$60,000  for  her  cargo,  and  we  have  a  total  of  $130,000. 

The  wrongs  of  the  lumbermen  were  not  taken  into  account  or  men- 
tioned at  that  trial.  The  whole  of  the  lower  country  is  supplied  with 
white  pine  lumber  from  the  Ohio  and  the  Upper  Mississippi.  We  are 
credibly  informed  that  the  amount  passing  this  bridge  in  rafts,  either 
manufactured  or  in  logs,  amounts  to  one  hundred  million  feet,  board 
measure,  each  year,  and  that  the  extra  pilotage  and  risk  is  from  fifty 
to  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  thereon.     The  staving  up  of  rafts  on 

i)iers  is  so  common  as  hardly  to  attract  any  attention.     This  loss  of 
umber  is  caused  by  the  fact  that  rafts  cannot  keep  the  natural  channel 
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here  but  are  forced,  by  the  long  pier,  under  the  spans  and  thus  strike 
the  short  piers.  We  consider  that  the  amount  of  damage  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  river,  occasioned  by  delay  and  loss  of  boats,  extra  in- 
surance on  them  and  their  cargoes,  and  the  loss  of  lumber,  is  iuUy  half 
a  million  dollars  each  year.  This  is  a  very  heavy  tax  to  pay  by  dis- 
interested persons  for  th3  want  of  proper  skill  in  the  construction  of 
the  bridge. 

From  the  evidence  presented  before  your  committee,  they  cannot 
doubt  but  that  the  bridge,  as  at  present  constructed,  is  a  material  and 
dangerous  obstruction  to  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi  river,  but 
they  believe  that  the  courts  have  full  and  ample  power  to  reme.ly  any 
evil  that  may  exist  in  that  regard.  At  present  they  are  disinclined 
to  recommend  any  action  by  Congress  in  the  premises ;  but  whether 
at  some  future  time  it  may  not  be  expedient  to  direct  the  proper  law 
oflScers  of  the  government  to  proceed  against  the  bridge,  this  committee 
will  not  now  undertake  to  determine. 


APPENDIX. 

The  committee  submit  an  abstract  of  the  testimony  taken  in  the 
Effie  Afton  case,  the  opinions  of  some  of  the  most  distinguished 
engineers  in  the  country  in  regard  to  this  bridge,  and  also  some  evi- 
dence relative  to  the  advanced  rates  of  insurance  on  account  of  the 
obstruction  to  the  navigation  caused  by  the  said  bridge. 

THE  EFFIE  AFTON  CASE. 

The  first  suit  brought  against  this  bridge  company  for  damages  to 
a  steamboat  was  tried  at  Chicago,  Illinois,  in  September  last.  The 
plaintiffs  were  the  owners  of  the  steamer  EflSe  Afton,  a  new  boat,  built 
at  Cincinnati,  and  ascending  this  river  for  the  first  time.  The  evi- 
dence showed  that  she  was  worth  between  $50,000  and  $60,000,  and 
had  a  valuable  cargo  and  a  large  number  of  passengers  on  board. 
She  was  insured  against  fire  only,  and  to  the  amount  of  |20,000. 
She  was  235  feet  long,  36  feet  wide,  and  at  that  time  drew  5^  feet  of 
water.  Her  guards  projected  on  each  side  about  10  feet  at  the  widest 
place^  making  her  width  over  all  56  feet.  She  had  in  her  trip  round 
worn  Cincinnati  proved  herself  fleet  and  easily  handled,  and  her 
owners  claimed  that  at  the  time  of  the  disaster  she  was  well  found 
and  manned  and  skillfully  navigated.  This  last  was  sought  to  be 
controverted  by  the  defence. 

The  following  is  a  condensed  account  of  the  trial,  as  reported  by  a 
Btenographer  and  published  in  the  Missouri  Republican : 

The  Hon.  John  McLean,  associate  justice  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  presided.  The  counsel  for  the  plaintiffs  were  H.  M. 
Wead,  of  Peoria,  and  T.  D.  Lincoln,  of  Cincinnati.  For  the  bridge 
company,  Joseph  Knox,  of  Rock  Island  ;  N.  B.  Judd,  of  Chicago, 
*ad  A.  Lincoln,  of  Springfield,  Hlinois. 
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ABSTRACT  OF  TBST1;M0NY. 

Richard  Hekill ;  John  G.  Isham,  steamboat  furnisher;  T.  McBirnie, 
steamboat  agent ;  J.  W.  Smith,  steamboat  carpenter;  all  knew  the 
boat  well  and  valued  her  above  |50,000. 

Daniel  Weaver,  pilot,  has  piloted  the  Afton  and  found  her  easy  to 
handle  ;  a  good  boat  for  any  trade  in  any  stage  of  the  water  ;  is  well 
acquainted  with  steamboats  and  their  values. 

The  depositions  of  nine  witnesses  were  offered  to  show  the  increased 
rates  of  insurance  charged  by  tlie  different  offices  for  passing  the  bridge, 
but  ruled  out. 

Several  witnesses  were  examined  as  to  the  value  of  certain  ship- 
ments, and  the  amount  of  insurance  was  $20,000,  covering  only  loss 
by  fire. 

B.  Shepard,  millwright,  was  passenger  on  the  Afton  when  she  was 
lost ;  describes  the  accident  very  fully  ;  was  saved  by  getting  on  board 
the  Carson.  The  Afton  had  laid  up  just  below  the  bridge  about 
twenty-four  hours,  waiting  for  the  wind  to  subside.  There  were  eight, 
ten  or  twelve  boats  lying  there  at  same  time,  waiting.  Saw  two  boats 
try  to  get  through  the  draw  and  then  turn  back. 

Ozias  Blinn,  another  passenger,  had  about  $1,500  worth  of  freight 
on  board.  The  Afton  seemed  to  be  in  good  order,  as  she  had  all  the 
way  from  Cincinnati  passed  every  boat  going  in  same  direction. 

J.  M.  Kelly,  another  passenger,  was  on  the  larboard  guard  at  the 
time  of  disaster.  The  boat  was  all  on  fire,  within  a  few  moments 
after  she  swung  around  upon  the  short  pier — should  think  not  to  ex- 
ceed twenty  minutes. 

N.  H.  Parker,  another  passenger,  heard  the  captain  give  an  order 
to  the  pilot,  and  some  one  answered  from  the  pilot  house  '*  the  current 
runs  different  at  the  bow  and  stern  of  this  boat — the  movement  of  the 
rudder  has  no  effect  upon  the  course  of  the  boat." 

James  W.  Connor,  pilot,  thinks  the  bridge  a  very  great  obstruction 
on  account  of  the  way  in  which  it  is  built,  and  very  dangerous ;  long 
pier  placed  angling  with  the  current,  so  that  in  high  water  it  is  im- 
possible for  an  ordinary  boat  to  go  through  without  having  all  the 
steam  that  can  be  got,  and  more  than  the  law  allows  them  to  carry. 
The  effect  upon  a  boat  going  up  is  to  throw  her  upon  one  pier  or  the 
other  ;  the  draw  is  full  of  cross  currents  and  whirls,  which  makes  the 
boat  unmanageable  ;  is  much  more  dangerous  for  a  long  boat  than  for 
a  short  one ;  considers  the  danger  in  proportion  to  the  length  of  the 
boat.  In  coming  down  stream  the  tendency  is  to  throw  boats  upon 
the  long  pier  ;  boats  coming  down  are  compelled  to  carry  as  much 
steam  as  in  going  up.  Boats  without  this  degree  of  steam  would  be 
perfectly  helpless  in  the  draw  ;  has  seen  several  boats  strike  the  pier. 
The  Isaac  Shelby  had  to  discharge  her  freight  to  get  up  through  ;  con- 
siders this  the  most  dangerous  place  on  the  Ohio  or  Mississippi  rivers ; 
thinkb  a  change  in  the  direction  of  the  piers,  placing  them  straight 
with  the  current  would  obviate  all  the  difficulty.  Tendency  in  ap- 
proaching a  bank  or  pier  is  to  draw  the  stern  towards  it  and  throw  the 
DOW  out ;  would  feel  the  effect  at  a  distance  of  25  or  30  feet. 
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On  his  cross-examination  he  states  that  he  had  passed  through  this 
bridge  twice;  but  is  not  a  pilot  on  the  Mississippi  above  St.  Louis, 
but  on  the  Ohio  and  on  the  Mississippi  below  St.  Louis.  Knows 
nothing  about  the  reefs  and  chains  in  the  rapids  above. 

liobert  Herdman,  commander  steamer  Arizonia ;  has  been  engaged 
in  steamboating  about  23  years.  Thinks  the  bridge  a  very  serious  ob- 
struction to  navigation  ;  piers  are  at  an  angle  with  the  current ;  water 
appears  to  be  thrown  up  about  two  feet  high  on  the  long  pier  ;  when 
in  the  channel  a  short  distance  above  the  draw,  you  cannot  see  through 
the  draw  by  reason  of  this  angle.  In  coming  down,  the  manner  in 
which  the  water  strikes  the  long  pier  has  a  tendency  to  force  a  boat 
upon  it ;  noticed  this  effort  upon  the  Arizonia,  which  was  sunk  there 
by  striking  this  pier.  Passing  this  draw  is  like  shooting  at  a  mark  ; 
if  you  hit,  all  is  right ;  but  if  not,  there  is  no  trying  it  over  again  ; 
DO  pilot  can  always  keep  his  boat  straight  even  in  an  ordinary  point 
of  the  river,  but  at  the  brid^je  the  entrance  must  be  so  exact  that  the 
most  skillful  only  make  it  by  chance.  He  then  gives  a  particular 
description  of  the  sinking  of  his  boat.  He  thinks  the  obstruction  would 
be  a  great  deal  less  if  the  piers  were  straight  with  the  current,  and 
that  then  any  pilot  could  always  safely  take  his  boat  through  ;  boats 
will  sheer  from  a  pier  or  bar. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  states  that  he  is  not  a  pilot,  and  knows 
nothing  particular  about  the  reefs  or  rapids  above  the  bridge  except 
that  they  are  there,  and  his  pilot  has  always  taken  his  boat  safely  over 
them. 

Wm.  F.  Fuller  has  been  twenty-one  years  steamboat  captain  and 
pilot ;  has  had  some  acquaintance  with  the  river  at  this  point  before 
the  bridge  was  built,  and  has  been  through  the  bridge  twice  ;  thinks 
it  a  very  great  obstruction  and  dangerous  to  boats  and  passengers, 
more  so  than  any  other  place  on  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi ;  even- more 
than  the  falls  of  the  Ohio  at  Louisville,  and  so  much  so  that  he  would 
not  try  the  passage  again,  although  he  had  the  prospect  of  a  very  fine 
trip ;  if  his  boat  had  not  been  very  strong  she  would  have  been  torn 
to  pieces  as  she  went  through ;  it  took  four  days  to  repair  the  damages  ; 
his  boat  was  the  General  Pike,  in  charge  of  Captain  Gole,  one  of  the 
be«t  pilots  on  the  river ;  had  no  trouble  on  the  rapids  above  the 
hridge ;  long  pier  is  placed  at  an  angle  with  the  current  and  draw  is 
foil  of  eddies  and  boils,  rendering  it  almost  impossible  to  steer  a  boat 
there ;  had  it  been  placed  straight  much  of  the  trouble  might  have 
been  avoided  ;  considers  it  almost  impossible  for  boats  250  feet  long, 
inch  as  ought  to  navigate  the  river,  to  pass  the  draw  at  high  water  ; 
thinks  current  in  draw  six  miles  at  ordinary  stage  ;  about  a  mile  be- 
low, there  is  hardly  any  current ;  tendency  in  approaching  a  pier  or 
bank  is  to  make  the  boat  sheer  ;  a  boat  like  the  Afbon  would  feel  the 
effect  forty  or  fifty  feet. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  he  does  not  know  how  many  reefs 
or  chains  there  are  in  the  rapids  above  ;  has  made  no  tests  or  measure- 
ments of  currents  or  eddies  in  draw,  but  bases  his  answers  on  his  own 
observations  while  going  through. 

Pleasant  Devinney,  steamboat  captain,  made  three  or  four  trips 
•bove  Rock  Island  before  the  bridge  was  built,  and  five  or  six  since. 
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The  bridge  is  the  greatest  obstruction  I  have  ever  seen  ;  the  draw  is 
full  of  eddies  and  cross  currents  ;  saw  the  accident  to  the  Afton  ;  was 
standing  on  the  guard  of  another  boat  just  below,  the  Grace  Darling, 
which  had  tried  to  get  through  the  draw  the  day  before,  but  could  not. 
He  describes  the  management  of  the  Afton  and  her  loss,  and  thinks 
she  was  as  well  handled  as  she  could  have  been 

James  C.  McGinnis  has  been  pilot  on  the  Mississippi,  past  Bock  Isl- 
and, for  the  last  nineteen  years,  and  made  ten  to  fifteen  trips  each 
year. 

He  corroborated  the  former  witness  in  all  particulars,  the  same  in- 
terrogatories having  been  propounded  in  both  cases. 

John  McGinnis  has  been  a  pilot  about  eight  years,  and  made  ten 
or  twelve  trips  each  season  past  Rock  Island.  The  building  of  this 
bridge  has  made  the  navigation  very  difficult ;  before  that,  ooats  of 
four  hundred  or  five  hundred  tons  were  in  the  habit  of  navigating  it. 
Bate  of  insurance  has  been  increased  on  boats  passing  the  bridge. 
Piers  are  placed  at  angle  with  the  current ;  tendency  is  to  throw  a 
boat  against  them,  and  is  greater  in  a  long  than  in  a  short  boat ; 
thinks  the  current  in  the  draw  ten  miles  in  high  water  ;  obstruction 
would  be  much  less  if  piers  were  straight  with  current ;  was  steering 
the  Maclay  when  she  had  her  guard  torn  off  on  the  pier. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  states  that  his  answers  are  based  on 
his  own  observation,  and  that  he  has  met  no  difficulties  or  delays  on 
the  rapids  since  the  building  of  the  bridge. 

John  8.  Grammar  has  been  pilot  past  Bock  Island  twenty-four 
years  ;  average  number  of  trips  before  bridge  was  built  was  thirteen ; 
since  then,  not  quite  as  many  ;  thinks  it  an  obstruction,  and  corrobo- 
rates the  former  witness  as  to  cause.  Boats  which  formerly  passed 
there  without  trouble  can  hardly  get  through  now ;  current  below 
bridge  is  rather  gentle. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says,  only  accident  which  has  hap- 
pened to  any  boat  under  his  charge  was  the  Lucie  May  ;  has  met  dif- 
ficulties and  delays  often  on  rapids  above  since  erection  of  bridge. 

James  Mellen,  now  clerk  on  steamer,  has  been  steamboating  26 
years  ;  was  on  the  Clara  Dean,  lying  at  Bock  Island,  when  Afton  was 
lost ;  there  was  no  wind  at  the  time  ;  at  this  time  the  Dean  had  given 
up  her  trip  and  re-shipped  her  freight,  for  fear  of  the  bridge  ;  was  on 
the  Arizonia  shortly  before,  when  bhe  was  wrecked  on  the  bridge. 
Considers  the  bridge  a  very  dangorous  obstruction,  and  that  it  requires 
extraordinary  skill  to  get  a  boat  through  without  hitting  one  pier  or 
the  other ;  have  seen  passengers  put  off  below,  and  walk  to  a  point 
above  it  to  avoid  the  danger;  piers  are  placed  angling  with  the  current, 
and  the  water  coming  down  is  thrown  from  the  long  pier  across  to  the 
short  pier  like  a  mill  tail-race.  Before  bridge  was  built,  even  slowest 
boats  passed  this  point  without  difficulty. 

Thomas  M.  Parker,  a  pilot,  and  acquainted  with  this  point  in  the 
river  for  last  16  years,  passed  them  some  twenty  times  each  year, 
before,  and  quite  a  number  of  times  since  bridge  was  built ;  thinks  it 
a  very  serious  obstruction.  Before  the  building  of  the  bridge,  large 
boats  could  pass  with  barges  in  tow  ;  now  they  cannot.  Saw  the  acci- 
dent to  the  Afbon,  and  should  think  she  was  carefully  navigated. 
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Came  through  with  the  Gipsey,  in  low  water,  towing  a  barge,  struck 
the  pier  and  wrecked  the  barge.  Piers  at  angle  with  current,  form- 
ing eddies  ;  think  much  of  the  difficulty  would  be  obviated  by  placing 
them  straight. 

In  his  cross-examination,  he  states  that  he  saw  the  Envoy  lying 
sunk,  in  the  rapids  above,  but  does  not  know  how  it  occurred.  In  low 
water  it  is  not  safe  to  pass  the  rapids  in  the  night,  or  during  high 
winds. 

Charles  Mulford  has  been  a  pilot  past  Bock  Island  ten  years, 
averaging  twelve  or  fourteen  trips  a  year.  Considers  the  bridge  a 
serious  obstruction ;  piers  are  placed  at  an  angle  with  the  current, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  has  doubled  the  strength  of  the  current ;  thinks 
it  is  now,  in  high  water,  about  twelve  miles  an  hour  ;  thinks  much  of 
the  difficulty  would  have  been  avoided  by  placing  the  piers  straight. 
Have  been  nine  hours  at  the  draw  with  a  boat,  and  finally  had  to 
warp  up  through  with  an  anchor. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  that  he  has  never  seen  any  acci- 
dent at  the  bridge,  and  that  he  has  sometimes  been  delayed  for  an 
hoar  or  so  in  the  rapids  above,  but  without  sustaining  any  injury. 
Id  passing  the  chains  in  the  rapids  above,  they  need  as  much  steam  as 
they  can  carry. 

6.  W.  Gregg  has  been  pilot  past  Hock  Island  15  years,  making 
about  15  trips  each  season ;  has  been  through  the  draw  four  times ; 
bridge  a  very  serious  obstruction  ;  piers  are  placed  angling  with  the 
stream,  throwing  the  current  across  from  the  long  to  the  short  pier, 
causing  crrss  currents  and  eddies,  and  making  a  boat  unsteady  in  the 
draw.  Boats  have  a  tendency  to  sheer  from  a  pier  or  bank  ;  this  ten- 
dency is  greater  in  a  long  than  in  a  short  boat ;  current  much  swifter 
in  the  draw  than  before ;  thinks  it  is  now  10  miles,  in  high  water. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says,  that  he  has  passed  the  draw  six 
times,  and  twelve  times  through  the  span  burned  by  the  Afton  ;  has 
never  met  with  any  accident ;  has  been  detained  on  the  rapids  above, 
once  since  erection  of  bridge.  It  is  considered  safe  to  pass  rapids  at 
High  water,  in  the  night  or  during  a  storm  ;  necessary  to  have  good 
bead  of  steam  to  pass  the  chains  in  the  rapids. 

George  McCHntock,  captain  of  the  Henry  Graff,  had  but  little 
acquaintance  with  the  navigation  at  llock  Island  until  after  bridge 
was  built ;  piers  are  at  an  angle  with  stream,  causing  very  serious  ob- 
Btraction  ;  current  in  draw  eight  or  ten  miles  per  hour. 

The  Graff  was  injured  there  April  21,  1856  ;  she  had  on  a  first  rate 
pilot,  and  was  carefully  and  skillfully  navigated;  there  was  no  wind  ; 
we  had  laid  by  at  the  bridge  during  the  night,  waiting  to  pass  through 
by  daylight ;  we  were  thrown  against  the  long  pier,  staving  in  the 
guards  and  damaging  the  hull  badly. 

Thinks  if  the  piurs  were  straight  with  the  current,  much  of  the  dif- 
ficulty would  be  obviated. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says,  that  he  is  not  compelled  to  wait 

for  the  wind  to  subside  before  attempting  the  passage  of  the  bridge  ; 

does  not  know  of  any  detention  in  the  rapids  since  the  bridge  was 

erected. 

Greorge  McLean^   steamboat  captain,  had  no  knowledge  of  that 
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part  of  the  river  before  the  erection  of  this  bridge  ;  was  captain  of  the 
Argonaut,  and  papsed  down  through  the  draw  just  before  the  Afton 
started  up  ;  on  her  trip  up  she  had  hit  the  long  pier  without  doing  any 
serious  injury,  but  on  the  way  down  we  were  considerably  damaged. 
We  had  come  down  the  rapids  in  a  wi?id,  but  waited  more  than  a  day 
above  the  bridge  for  the  wind  to  subside. 

Piers  are  placed  at  an  angle  with  the  stream  ;  should  think  it  much 
more  diflScult  to  pass  the  draw  with  a  large  boat  than  with  a 
small  one. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  that  he  has  not  known  of  any 
detentions  between  the  rapids  and  the  bridge  since  the  bridge  was 
built ;  never  had  any  extra  steam  in  passing  the  rapids,  but  has  never 
passed  them  in  low  water. 

F.  T.  Bacheler,  captain  of  steamboat,  has  had  no  acquaintance 
with  that  part  of  the  river  before  building  of  bridge  ;  since  then  has 
passed  twice  through  the  draw,  as  captain  of  the  W.  J.  Maclay,  and 
twice  through  the  span  burned  out  by  the  Afton.  The  Maclay  was 
badly  injured  there  May  2,  1856,  while  in  charge  of  two  of  the  best 
pilots  ;  there  was  no  wind  at  the  time  ;  we  had  waited  thirty-six  hours 
for  the  wind  to  subside 

Thinks  the  bridge  a  very  serious  obstruction  to  navigation,  by  reason 
of  the  angling  position  of  the  piers. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  he  has  never  passed  the  rajads 
at  low  water  ;  it  was  always  at  a  high  stage,  and  then  the  current  in 
the  draw  was  very  much  stronger  than  in  any  part  of  the  rapids. 

C.  B,  Gall  has  been  pilot  on  that  part  of  the  river  for  twenty 
years,  averaging  sixteen  trips  a  season  past  that  point ;  has  passed 
the  bridge  six  times  a  week  during  the  greater  part  of  one  season; 
current  in  draw  varies  from  four  to  seven  miles  an  hour  in  ordinary 
stage,  and  is  eight  miles  at  high  water.  Thinks  the  erection  of  the 
bridge  has  increased  the  current  in  the  draw  one  and  a  half  to  two 
miles  per  hour.  The  erection  of  the  bridge  has  materially  aflfected 
navigation  ;  saw  the  accidents  to  the  Henry  Graff  and  W.  J.  Maclay. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  he  has  known  of  several  acci- 
dents in  the  rapids  above  the  bridge  ;  it  is  not  considered  safe  to  run 
the  rapids  at  night,  at  low  water,  when  the  wind  was  blowing  hard. 

Peter  Hall,  pilot,  has  been  acquainted  with  the  river  at  this  point 
since  1836  ;  has  passed  where  the  bridge  is  some  fifty  times  in  a  sea- 
son ;  has  passed  through  the  draw  fifty-three  times.  The  piers  have 
made  the  current  at  least  one-quarter  swifter ;  have  seen  boats 
stopped  there  that  were  never  stopped  before  in  that  part  of  the  river, 
and  boats  have  to  warp  through  there  now  that  never  met  with  any 
diflSculty  there  before.  The  long  pier  forms  a  ridge  in  the  draw,  off 
which  a  boat  is  apt  to  slide  if  she  gets  a  start. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says,  since  the  erection  of  the  bridge 
has  had  to  lay  by  in  the  rapids  five  times  in  the  night,  and  has  pro- 
bably lost  two  days  by  wind  ;  had  the  bridge  been  away,  should  not 
then  have  stopped  ;  to  test  the  current  has  anchored  skiff  in  the  draw 
and  floated  blocks  through. 

J.  Dickerson  has  been  pilot  on  this  part  of  the  river  since  1836, 
and,  except  in  1843,  has  made  not  less  than  twelve  trips  each  year  ; 


BRIDGE  ACROSS   THE    MISSISSIPPI  AT  KOCK  ISLAND.  11 

coDJ^ider  the  bridge  a  serious  obstruction  ;  the  piers  have  increased  the 
swiftness  of  the  current ;  never  had  any  trouble  there  before  the 
bridge  was  built,  but  now  can  haraly  pass  through.  The  boat  on 
which  I  have  been  employed  since  bridge  has  been  there  is  of  great 
power. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  it  is  not  considered  safe  to  pass 
the  rapids  when  the  water  is  low,  if  there  is  considerable  wind,  or  at 
night.  ^ 

Gr.  W.  Neare,  captain  of  a  steamer,  had  no  acquaintance  with  the 
river  at  this  point  previous  to  the  building  of  the  bridge  ;  has  had 
some  since  ;  has  examined  the  current ;  it  strikes  the  long  pier  at  an 
angle  and  then  reacts  ;  the  current  is  swift  at  any  time,  but  much  more 
80  at  high  water  ;  was  captain  of  the  Rochester  when  she  struck,  May 
15,  1856  ;  I  landed  the  passengers  at  their  own  request,  after  having 
made  several  ineffectual  attempts  to  go  up  through  the  draw. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  :  He  has  passed  through  the  draw 
three  times,  and  through  the  burnt  span,  when  down,  once  ;  was  de- 
layed some  each  time  ;  warped  through  once  when  we  lost  an  anchor 
and  yawl ;  have  been  aground  on  the  rapids,  and  have  known  of  de- 
tention of  boats  by  wind  ;  has  never  considered  it  safe  to  pass  the 
rapids  at  low  water,  at  night ;  knows  that  the  St.  Louis  made  an  un- 
fiuccessfiil  attempt  to  get  up  through  the  draw,  and  lost  her  anchor 
and  hawser  ;  have  seen  boats  pass  the  rapids  in  a  high  wind,  and  lay 
Dp  at  the  bridge  till  it  subsided. 

D.  Birchel,  captain  of  steamer ,  has  made  three  trips  up  the  Missis- 
rippi  before  the  building  of  the  bridge,  and  one  through  the  burnt 
span,  while  down,  but  never  through  the  draw.  The  river,  formerly, 
Was  navigated  there  by  large  boats,  towing  barges,  but  not  now. 
Was  captain  of  the  Carson,  and  just  astern  of  the  Afbon  when  she 
entered  the  draw.  He  then  gives  a  full  description  of  the  accident. 
After  she  had  swung  round  on  the  short  pier,  hitched  to  her  with  the 
Carson  from  below,  and  took  off  the  passengers.  Thinks  the  Afton 
was  skillfully  managed.  I  consider  the  bridge  a  very  serious  obstruc- 
tion. About  halt'  a  mile  below  the  current  is  sluggish,  but  here  it  is 
Tery  rapid.  While  the  burnt  span  was  down  there  was  no  difficulty 
in  passing  through  there. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  he  has  been  twice  through  the 
burnt  span,  but  never  through  the  draw. 

Henry  White,  pilot  for  twenty  years,  passing  this  point  on  an 
ajerage  about  eighteen  times  a  year,  has  not  made  as  many  trips 
since  the  bridge  was  erected  ;  before  that,  all  classes  of  boats  went  up 
there  towing  barges,  but  cannot  do  so  now.  The  piers  have  made  the 
current  much  stronger  ;  it  is  now  about  eight  miles  per  hour ;  water 
strikes  the  pier  at  an  angle ;  about  half  a  mile  below  the  water  is 
iluggish  ;  was  navigating  the  Lucie  May  when  she  struck  ;  she  was 
carefully  managed.  I  have  taken  boats  that  formerly  went  eight  miles 
an  hour  in  the  river  at  that  point,  but  which  can  now  hardly  get 
through  the  draw. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  that  he  recollects  seeing  the  Envoy 
wnkinthe  rapids  some  miles  above  the  bridge.  It  has  been  con- 
sidered safe  to  pass  the  rapids  at  an  ordinary  stage  at  night.     In  pass- 
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ing  the  rapids  we  keep  a  full  head  of  steam  ready,  hut  do  not  always 
use  it.  A  boat  of  great  power  will  be  more  likely  to  sheer  in  passing 
a  bank  than  one  of  less  power. 

T.  M.  Taylor  is  the  oldest  pilot  now  running  on  the  Mississipi,  hav- 
ing been  Engaged  there  more  than  twenty-five  years.  Has  passed  this 
point  at  least  five  hundred  times.  The  piers  are  placed  at  an  angle 
with  the  stream,  and  have  increased  the  current.  Half  a  mile  below 
the  water  is  slack.  Considers  the  bridge  a  very  serious  obstruction. 
Have  taken  boats  up  and  met  with  resistance  there,  where  there  for- 
merly was  none. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says :  No  injury  has  ever  happened  to 
any  boat  piloted  by  me.  There  have  been  no  detentions  on  the  rapids 
of  any  account  since  the  erection  of  the  bridge.  It  was  not  considered 
safe  in  low  water  to  pass  the  rapids  at  night,  or  in  a  high  wind. 
There  is  no  point  in  the  rapids  that  requires  the  same  amount  of  steam 
as  in  passing  the  bridge. 

John  Kyle,  pilot,  had  no  acquaintance  with  the  river  at  this  point 
prior  to  the  building  of  the  bridge,  but  has  since  ;  was  first  there  in 
May,  1856,  after  the  span  was  burned  down  ;  tried  to  go  up  through 
the  burnt  span,  but  was  afraid,  and  backed  down  ;  the  next  day  paid 
a  tow-boat  |100  to  help  my  boat  through  ;  considers  the  bridge  a  very 
serious  obstruction  to  navigation  ;  the  piers  are  placed  at  an  angle 
with  the  stream  ;  the  current  is  thrown  oflF  from  the  long  pier  to- 
wards the  short  pier,  endangering  a  boat  very  much ;  should  judge 
the  current  in  the  draw  at  high  water  to  be  ten  miles  an  hour. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says :  Has  made  no  tests  or  measure- 
ments, but  judges  of  the  speed  of  the  current  from  his  observation. 
Did  not  attend  the  meeting  held  at  the  St.  Louis  Merchants'  Exchange 
last  December. 

Silas  Thorp,  ship  carpenter,  was  the  superintendent  in  the  building 
of  the  Afton.  She  was  as  good  as  boats  of  her  class  usually  are; 
perhaps  a  little  extra  ;  has  been  through  the  bridge  at  about  a  middle 
stage  of  water  ;  was  on  the  Milwaukie ;  she  sheered  and  struck  one 
of  the  piers,  but  was  released. 

Orrin  Smith,  formerly  steamboat  captain,  and  now  president  of 
Minnesota  Packet  Company,  has  been  connected  with  the  navigation 
of  that  part  of  the  Mississippi  thirty-three  years  ;  has  been  through  the 
bridge  at  all  stages  of  water  ;  thinks  the  navigation  of  boats  is  some 
what  impeded  by  the  manner  of  its  construction  ;  it  is  placed  in  swift 
water,  and  the  piers  not  in  line  with  the  stream  ;  if  it.  were  otherwise 
the  danger  would  be  much  less ;  cross  currents  are  formed  by  this 
angling  position  of  the  piers  ;  it  is  more  difficult  to  pass  with  a  large 
boat  than  with  a  small  one  ;  our  company  runs  two  small  boats  through 
there  daily  without  trouble,  but  I  should  consider  it  hazardous  to  at- 
tempt the  passage  with  one  of  our  large  boats  ;  I  have  been  navigating 
at  this  point  for  thirty  years,  and  think  the  pass  used  to  be  very  good 
where  the  bridge  now  is  ;  when  the  water  is  high  enough  to  go  over 
the  highest  rocks  we  consider  the  rapids  as  safe  as  any  othe«-  part  of 
the  river  ;  in  passing  down  we  cannot  see  through  the  draw  till  we 
^et  near  to  it,  by  reason  of  the  great  length  of  the  turn-table  pier  and 
its  obliquity  to  the  current. 
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*Q  his  cross-examination  he  says :  I  am  familiar  with  the  river  as 
lot,  and  have  run  the  rapids  as  a  pilot ;  there  is  a  chute  in  the 
ids  above,  where,  during  low  water,  boats  have  to  turn  almost  a 
it  angle  ;  is  not  aware  of  any  serious  accidents  to  any  of  our  boats 
massing  the  draw.  [While  the  trial  was  in  progress,  one  of  them 
I  very  much  injured  ,losing  her  guards.] 

ames  F.  Boyd,  for  the  last  fifteen  years,  has  been  building  and 
ning  steamboats  in  southern  and  western  waters  ;  has  passed  over 

upper  rapids  some  sixteen  time^  before  the  bridge  was  built ;  has 
Q  through  the  draw  but  once  ;  at  the  time  of  the  loss  of  the  Afton, 
(  below  the  bridge  with  the  Ben  Bolt,  waiting  for  the  wind  to  sub- 
j ;  was  there  nearly  forty-eight  hours ;  saw  the  Hamburg  try  for 
►  hours  to  go  up,  when  she  struck  the  pier  and  broke  out  the  main 
port  of  her  shaft  and  wheel,  and  came  back  to  Davenport  to  repair. 
3  Grace  Darling  also  tried  with  nu  better  success  ;  saw  the  disaster 
;he  Aflon,  and  afterwards  went  up  through  the  burnt  span  ;  Con- 
ors the  bridge  a  very  great  obstruction  to  navigation,  and  sold  his 
.t  at  a  great  siusrifice  on  this  account. 

'eter  Linden,  a  pilot  of  sixteen  years'  experience  at  this  point,  fully 
roborates  the  testimony  of  the  other  pilots. 

Jharles  S.  Morrison,  pilot,  has  run  thatpartof  the  river  since  1844. 
B  piers  are  not  straight  with  the  current,  but  at  a  considerable 
[le,  and  the  location  is  one  noted  for  high  winds  ;  the  current  in 

draw  is,  in  high  water,  at  least  eight  miles  an  hour ;  half  a  mile 
)w  it  is  quite  slack  ;  it  is  necessary  in  passing  to  have  steam  as 
h  as  is  allowed  by  the  inspectors,  and  a  great  many  boats  cannot 
D  it  with  that ;  the  piers  have  increased  the  rate  of  the  current ; 
)re  the  bridge  was  built  my  boat  had  no  difficulty  in  passing  with 
ges  in  tow  now  she  can  hardly  pass  even  without  barges. 
)n  his  cross-examination  he  says :  Has  never  met  with  any  accident 
he  bridge,  but  has  been  frequently  detained  ;  has  been  detained  at 

water  on  the  rapids  as  much  as  a  day  by  high  winds.  The  repu- 
on  of  Parker,  tne  pilot  of  the  Effie  Afton,  stood  fair  as  a  good, 
ilful,  and  faithful  pilot. 

^ohn  Jacobs  has  been  pilot  on  this  part  of  the  river  since  1838  ; 
1  observed  the  navigation  very  much,  and  watched  the  effects  of 

bridge  ;  the  piers  are  at  an  angle  with  the  current  which  has  the 
ct  to  throw  a  boat  right  upon  the  long  pier,  and  also  to  form  boils 
1  eddies  and  increase  the  current  very  much  ;  if  there  is  any  wind 
boat  can  pass,  and  on  the  way  down  if  they  miss  they  are  torn  to 
ces  ;  saw  the  Hindoo  which  could  make  seven  or  eight  miles  an 
ir  fail  to  get  up,  and  was  obliged  to  warp  through  ;  knows  of  the 
idents  to  the  Maclay,  H.  T.  Yeatman,  St.  Louis,  J.  B.  Carson,  and 
orge  Albree. 

On  hiscross-examinationhe  says :  Has  passed  through  thebridgeper- 
ps  forty  or  fifty  times ;  does  not  know  that  there  was  ever  any  danger  or 
lay  in  passing  khe  rapids;  they  are  never  considered  dangerous,  but 
Its  are  obliged  to  go  slow ;  never  laid  by  on  account  of  wind  till 
idge  was  built;  one  or  two  boats  have  been  lost  on  Sycamore  chain, 
t  tbey  were  out  of  the  channel ;  knows  from  personal  observation 
at  the  Maclay  was  well  navigated  at  the  time  of  her  accident.    Was 
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at  meeting  in  the  St.  Louis  merchants'  exchange  when  the  committee 
was  appointed  to  examine  this  bridge,  and  heard  T.  B.  Hudson's 
speech,  but  does  not  now  recollect  the  language. 

William  White,  has  been  pilot  since  1833 ;  has  passed  the  rapids 
some  years  thirty  to  thirty-five  times  ;  has  been  up  through  the  bridge 
three  times  this  season,  and  last  season  passed  up  and  down  several 
times ;  considers  the  bridge  a  very  serious  obstruction  to  the  naviga- 
tion ;  the  piers  are  at  an  angle  with  the  stream,  which  causes  eddies 
and  cross  currents  in  the  draw  ;  when  the  rudder  of  a  boat  gets  into 
these  it  is  very  difficult  to  steer  her  ;  *^in  coming  down  the  trouble  is 
that  you  cannot  come  into  the  draw  straight,  you  have  to  come  in  at 
an  angle;  in  passing  the  head  of  the  turn-table,  (along)  pier,  the  cur- 
rent carries  the  boat  against  the  short  pier,  and  thence  back  to  the 
long  one,  so  it  is  nearly  impossible  for  a  long  boat  to  avoid  hitting  the 
long  pier  ;  it  is  worse  against  the  short  pier  in  coming  up,  and  the 
long  pier  in  going  down ;  my  rule  in  going  down  is  to  come  down  to 
the  pier  till  1  can  see  through  the  draw,  then  I  get  steady ;  I  am  till 
then  running  above  that  with  an  angle  toward  the  Iowa  shore,  and 
you  have  to  make  a  little  turn  to  the  left  to  get  into  the  pier,  then  I 
get  her  steady  and  give  her  all  the  steam  I  can  to  keep  her  from  flank- 
ing ;  the  velocity  of  the  boat  prevents  the  handling  of  the  wheel ;  ha?e 
to  manage  her  pretty  much  by  the  water-wheels  ;"  *^  sometimes  the 
rudder  being  in  the  boils  or  swells  it  has  no  efiect."  I  came  up  through 
the  draw  this  season  with  three  long  new  boats  for  the  Minnesota 
Packet  Company  ;  the  War  Eagle  and  Itasca,  each  225  feet  long,  and 
the  Milwaukie  250  feet ;  the  War  Eagle  wanted  to  run  into  the 
long  pier  but  I  got  her  safely  through ;  the  Itasca  struck  a  pile  of 
stones  thrown  in  by  the  bridge  company  just  above  the  head  of  the 
short  pier,  but  sustained  no  material  damage ;  the  Milwaukie  struck 
her  right  hand  wheel-house  against  the  short  pier. 

I  think  there  is  considerable  difference  in  the  current  in  the  draw 
when  a  boat  is  there  and  when  there  is  not ;  it  is  swifter,  and  the  action 
of  the  wheels  renders  the  boat  somewhat  unmanageable  by  reason  of 
the  tendency  to  sheer  in  consequence  of  being  so  near  the  long  pier ; 
if  the  engine  should  give  out,  or  any  little  thing  should  happen  to  a 
boat  while  in  the  draw,  she  would  be  gone. 

D.  B.  Machouse  has  been  travelling  and  steamboating  between 
St.  Louis  and  Galena  thirty-one  years  ;  has  passed  the  draw  frequently 
and  always  on  the  hurricane  roof ;  thinks  that  the  safest  place  in  case 
of  accident ;  in  low  water  has  been  sometimes  detained  on  the  rapids 
by  winds ;  thinks  the  bridge  an  obstruction,  but  cannot  say  how  much; 
the  pilot  cannot  always  hold  a  boat  in  a  heavy  current  just  as  he 
desires,  and  in  the  draw  the  boat  has  a  tendency  to  sheer  from  the 
long  pier  ;  the  pilot  haa  no  ability  then  to  control  it,  but  has  to  stop  one 
of  his  wheels  the  rudder  having  lost  its  power  ;  went  up  once  with  a 
flat  boat  in  tow ;  struck  one  of  the  piers  and  came  near  losing  the  boat. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  none  of  the  boats  he  has  been  on 
have  been  seriously  injured ;  has  no  feeling  against  the  bridge,  but 
thinks  it  ought  not  to  be  there. 

Jesse  T.  Uurd,  a  captain  of  one  of  the  Minnesota  Packet  Company's 
boats,  has  been  up  through  the  bridge  three  times ;  in  the  Granite 
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ite,  183  feet  long,  and  Galena,  225  feet,  new  boats  going  up  for  the 
npany  ;  the  pilot  of  the  Granite  State  was  a  careful  man,  but  she 
uck  the  short  pier  and  tore  off  about  thirty-two  feet  of  her  guards  ; 
the  guard  had  not  been  strong  we  should  have  sunk  ;  this  was  about 
0  weeks  before  the  Afton  was  biirned  ;  thinks  a  good  captain  should 
irn  the  duties  of  a  pilot. 

On  his  cross  examination  he  says  he  never  passed  the  bridge  but 
ree  times. 

David  D.  More  has  been  steamboating  twenty-five  years  as  deck 
ind,  clerk,  and  captain ;  is  clerk  of  the  stern-wheel  steamer  Kate 
i8sel  plying  between  Rock  Island  and  Galena  ;  has  crossed  the  rapids 
id  been  through  the  bridge  this  year  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight 
[Qes ;  considers  the  bridge  a  great  obstruction  and  very  dangerous  ; 
hen  we  go  through  the  draw  I  always  get  out  my  valuables  to  be 
ady  in  case  of  accident;  was  in  the  Hamburgh  and  the  Tishimingo 
hen  they  tried  to  go  up  through  and  failed. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says :  Never  met  with  an  accident  in 
«sing  through,  and  now  begins  to  lose  his  fear ;  the  rapids  above 
e  an  obetruction  during  low  water  if  the  wind  blows. 
James  Hill,  was  steward  on  the  Afton  at  the  time  of  her  loss. 
hen  the  boat  struck  the  pier,  stove  in  social  hall  fell  down  ;  threw 
water  ;  saw  the  stove  in  ladies'  cabin  turned  over  ;  went  into  the 
stry  cook's  room  and  saw  that  the  stove  was  unshipped.  The  boat 
s  careened  over.  Helped  some  ladies  to  get  off.  Heard  the  alarm 
fire,  and  then  left  the  boat.  It  was  not  over  fifteen  or  twenty 
nutes  from  the  time  she  struck  till  she  was  all  on  fire. 
P.  L.  Porter :  Was  second  mate  of  the  Afton  at  the  time  of  her 
B ;  was  standing  on  the  forecastle  from  the  time  she  entered  the 
iw  till  she  swung  across  the  head  of  short  pier  ;  had  remained  below 
J  bridge  nearly  twenty-four  hours  waiting  for  the  wind  to  subside  ; 
i  careening  of  the  boat  as  she  lay  disabled  upset  the  stoves  ;  I  put 
t  the  fire  in  the  barber  shop  ;  fire  which  consumed  the  boat  broke 
t  in  the  pastry  cook's  room ;  officers  were  all  at  their  posts  and  en- 
les  worked  well. 

Wm.  B.  Dempster :  Was  the  second  steward  at  time  of  loss  ;  was 
mding  on  the  boiler  deck  when  she  swung  round  ;  there  were  nine 
>ves  on  the  boat  in  use  at  the  time  ;  I  saw  the  fire  which  was  com- 
unicated  from  one  extinguished  ;  it  was  from  a  quarter  to  half  an 
>\iT  from  the  time  the  boat  was  disabled  till  she  was  so  far  careened 
er,  the  stoves  fell  and  set  her  on  fire. 

Un  his  cross-examination  he  says  he  never  was  at  the  bridge  before, 
id  never  has  noticed  the  currents. 

C.  Faulkner,  pilot,  has  passed  Rock  Island  for  past  three  years 
K)ut  every  fifteen  days  during  season  of  navigation.     The  erection 
the  bridge  has  made  a  serious  obstruction  to  navigation. 
On  his  cross-examination,  he  says  he  has  never  seen  any  accident 
lere,  but  has  seen  detentions. 

Thomas  Owens,  steamboat  captain,  has  been  on  the  river  since 
M4  ;  passed  Bock  Island  at  least  twenty  times  a  year  before  bridge 
M  buUt,  and  several  times  since ;  considers  it  a  very  serious  obstruc- 
lon  to  navigation  ;  the  diagonal  position  of  the  piers  renders  it  very 
ifficolt  to  manage  boats  while  in  the  draw. 
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J.  F.  Smith,  steamboat  captain y  has  made  some  fifteen  trips  a  year 
past  Rock  Island  since  1852  ;  considers  the  bridge  a  serious  obstmo- 
tion  to  navigation  ;  the  angling  position  of  the  piers  has  a  tendencj 
to  throw  boats  upon  them. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  Fa^s  that  he  was  at  the  St.  Loais 
meeting  ;  has  been  detained  by  wind  on  the  rapids  and  at  the  bridge. 

£.  G.  Owens^  pilot,  has  passed  Bock  Island  several  times  a  year 
for  last  thirteen  years  ;  thinks  the  bridge  a  great  obstruction  to  navi- 
gation and  a  dangerous  place  for  boats  to  pass  ;  the  e£fect  of  the  diag- 
onal  position  of  the  piers  is  to  make  boats  veer  from  one  point  to 
another ;  was  pilot  on  the  Carson  when  the  Afton  was  lost ;  saw  the 
whole  scene,  and  thinks  the  A.  was  well  managed  ;  was  pilot  on  the 
Atalanta  on  one  trip,  when  we  waited  fifteen  hours  for  wind,  and  then 
broke  in  our  guards  going  through. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  at  time  Aflon  was  lost,  there 
were  eleven  boats  waiting  above  and  below  waiting  to  get  through ; 
at  low  water  it  is  not  considered  safe  to  pass  the  rapids  during  a  high 
wind,  or  at  night. 

Aaron  Grammar,  pilot  on  this  part  of  river  since  1834 ;  considers 
the  bridge  a  very  serious  obstruction  to  the  navigation. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  he  has  passed  ^through  the  bridge 
eight  times  without  accident ;  once,  on  the  Albree,  towed  a  steamer 
through  which  had  not  suflScient  power. 

P.  A.  AKert,  steamboat  captain  and  pilot ;  since  1837  have  passed 
this  point  sometimes  thirty  times  a  year  ;  considers  the  bridge  a  de- 
cided obstruction  ;  the  current  at  high  water  in  draw  is  about  eight 
miles,  and  at  low  water  some  five  miles  ;  below  the  current  is  slack. 

On  his  cross-examination,  he  says  he  has  never  seen  an  accident,  but 
has  been  detained.  It  is  not  considered  sate  to  pass  the  rapids  at 
night  during  low  water. 

T.  B.  Rhodes,  steamboat  captain  :  For  last  seven  years  have  passed 
Rock  Island  fifteen  or  twenty  times  a  year  ;  considers  the  bridge  a 
very  great  obstruction  ;  piers  have  considerably  increased  the  current ; 
passed  through  the  draw  just  before  the  Afton  ;  my  boat  is  one  of 
great  power,  but  she  became  unmanageable  twice  ;  once  lost  a  barge 
on  the  long  pier  and  one  man  was  drowned. 

C.  W.  Wyckofi",  steamboat  agent,  resides  at  Rock  Island ;  has 
seen  the  passage  of  boats  and  rafts  ;  has  often  known  them  to  be  de 
tained  by  wind. 

D.  J.  Bennett  resides  at  Rock  Island  and  sells  coal  on  levee; 
has  often  seen  boats  detained  at  bridge  by  the  wind  ;  has  seen  six  or 
seven  boats  injured  at  the  bridge  this  spring,  and  two  or  three  last 
year  ;  saw  the  Afton  leave  the  levee ;  in  about  fifteen  minutes  after 
saw  her  fast  in  the  bridge,  and  about  fifteen  minutes  after  that  saw 
her  on  fire. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says  he  saw  the  H.  Graff  after  she 
struck  the  bridge  and  sunk  ;  saw  the  Rescue  swing  across  the  small 
pier  when  she  was  pulled  off  by  the  ferry  boat ;  saw  the  Winona, 
Mansfield,  and  Tennessee  Belle  smashed  in  the  draw. 

L.  Logan,  steamboat  captain  and  pilot,  has  been  well  acquainted 


BBIDGE  ACROSS  THE  MISSISSIPPI  AT  ROCK  ISLAND.  17 

the  river  at  this  point  from  1837  to  1855  ;  has  not  been  there 
J  bridge  was  built ;  it  was  not  formerly  a  difficult  point  for  boats 
L88  ;  tendency  of  a  boat  when  near  a  bank  or  bar  is  to  sheer. 

his  cross-examination  he  says :  It  was  not  considered  safe  to  pass 
rapids  at  night,  during  very  low  water ;  the  narrowest  place  in 
channel  there  is  at  least  two  hundred  feet  wide  ;  has  not  seen  the 

»hn  A.  Baker^  the  first  mate :  Has  acted  in  that  capacity  on  dif- 
it  boats  for  twenty-five  years ;  wa»  in  the  forecastle.  After  de- 
ting  the  course  of  the  boat  till  she  swung  round  on  the  pier,  he 
:  Went  up  to  the  boiler-deck ;  found  the  chimneys  unshipped 
the  boat  on  fire  there  ;  put  that  fire  out ;  steam  was  blowing  oflF, 
lat  you  could  hear  nothing  else  ;  saw  both  the  engineers  at  their 
I ;  boat  was  fast  settling  down  to  one  side ;  when  leek  passengers 
been  all  got  ofi*,  I  left  myself,  but  the  boat  was  then  all  on  fire ; 
x>at  lay  square  across  the  head  of  the  short  pier. 
1  his  cross-examination  he  says :  The  breaking  of  the  guards  does 
injure  the  running  of  a  boat  if  the  machinery  is  not  damaged. 
.  Krantz :  Was  second  engineer  of  the  Afton,  and  on  duty  at  the 
;  engine  and  machinery  were  all  in  perfect  order,  and  could  not 
!  been  otherwise  without  his  knowing  it.  He  describes  the  answer- 
>f  the  pilot's  bells  while  in  the  draw,  and  says  that  he  remained 
8  post  till  driven  away  by  the  fire  ;  had  on  an  unusual  head  of 
n. 

1  hiB  cross-examination  he  says:  He  does  not  pretend  that  he  saw 
bat  transpired  in  the  engine  room;  had  his  own  duty  to  attend  to, 
.  W.  Parker :  Pilot  on  the  Afton  at  time  of  loss ;  has  been  in  that 
city  a  captain  twenty-two  years  ;  we  arrived  at  Rodi  island  May 
id  waited  till  next  day  for  wind  to  subside ;  there  were  ten  or 
m  boats  then  waiting ;  saw  the  Hamburg,  Vienna,  and  Grace 
ing  try  to  get  up  through  for  a  lon^  time  and  back  out.  He 
describes  minutely  the  manoeuvres  of  the  boat :  when  she  com- 
bed to  swing  across  the  small  pier,  tried  to  back  her  out,  but 
1  not ;  the  first  trip  he  ever  made  through  the  draw,  was  in  there 
t  an  hour  before  he  could  get  through. 

a  his  cross-examination  he  says :  Does  not  recollect  that  the  boat 
;k  the  long  pier  ;  when  she  began  to  swing,  her  bow  was  a  little 
e  the  head  of  the  long  pier  ;  was  at  the  St.  Louis  meeting,  and 
part  in  the  proceedings  ;  has  been  at  the  bridge  since  with  a 
oiittee  from  St.  Louis. 

eorge  Collins :  Assistant  engineer,  and  on  duty  at  time  of  the  loss 
be  Afton  ;  was  at  his  post  till  driven  away  by  the  fire ;  engines 
)  both  in  ^ood  order,  and  working  with  great  head  of  steam  ; 
ped  his  engine,  and  blew  o£f  steam,  after  boat  had  careened ;  after 
dng  the  pier,  that  wheel  was  entirely  out  of  the  water, 
^m.  Jackson  :  Was  one  of  the  pilots  on  the  Rescue,  and  on  duty 
a  she  was  wrecked  at  the  draw  ;  we  came  into  the  draw  in  good 
>e,  but  when  she  began  to  swing  we  let  go  our  anchor,  which 
ked  her,  but  did  not  hold  her  from  swingine  across  the  short  pier, 
n  his  cross-examination  he  says :  The  wind  was  blowing  at  the 
>. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  250 2 
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E.  A.  Owens :  Knows  the  pilots  of  the  Arizonia  very  well ; 
them  within  about  fifteen  minutes  after  that  boat  was  wrecked  at 
bridge  ;  they  were  both  perfectly  sober. 

B.  Heidman  :  Captain  of  the  Arizonia  when  she  was  wrecb 
bridge ;  was  on  the  hurricane  deck  at  the  time ;  to  all  appear 
the  pilots  were  perfectly  sober  ;  they  never  were,  to  my  knowl 
in  the  least  otherwise ;  they  had  the  reputation  oif  being  very  s' 
men. 

On  his  cross-examination,  he  says :  Did  not  hear  that  the; 
been  on  a  spree  at  Galena  the  night  before. 

Wm.  Phillips :  Was  steersman  on  the  Afton  when  she  was  i 
Ohio  river  ;  she  worked  well,  and  steered  easily. 

Seth  C.  Hawley :  Has  been  for  years  exclusively  engaged  in  1 
ing  railroad  bridges  ;  made  plans  for  the  proposed  bridge  at  AL 
New  York  ;  it  was  to  have  two  draws  of  150  feet  each^  with  ci 
turn-table  pier  between ;  there  is  no  need  of  a  long  pier  abov< 
below  this  turn  table. 

John  Gray^  civil  engineer :  The  piers  of  a  bridge  should  alws 
in  a  line  with  the  current.  Saw  the  piers  of  the  Bock  Island  1 
in  February,  1856.     Is  now  building  his  fortieth  railroad  bridg 

On  his  cross-examination,  he  says :  That  if  a  draw  is  to  stanc 
most  of  the  time,  the  long  pier  is  important  as  a  support  f< 
pivot  truss. 

Silas  Seymour,  civil  engineer,  now  State  engineer  of  State  o 
York :  In  building  a  bridge  with  draws,  a  location  should  be  s< 
where  the  current  is  slack,  and  the  piers  should  be  in  a  line  wii 
thread  of  the  stream ;  unless  piers  are  so  placed,  there  wiL 
break  on  one  side  and  an  eddy  on  the  other. 

D.  C.  McGallum :  Is  a  bridge  builder,  and  has  been  su 
tendent  oi  the  New  York  and  Erie  Bailroad.  Piers  should, 
cases,  be  placed  directly  in  a  line  with  the  current.  The  New 
and  Erie  railroad  had  to  take  down  a  bridge  over  the  Hacke 
river,  and  pay  damages,  because  the  engineer  placed  the  piei 
parallel  with  current.  The  long  pier  above  and  below  the  turn 
acts  as  a  protection  for  the  truss,  but  is  not  necessary ;  it  is  eo 
practicable  to  make  draws  with  150  feet  opening  in  the  clear. 

DEFENDANTS'  CASE. 

D.  L.  Harris,  civil  engineer  and  bridge  builder :  Has  built 
stationary  and  draw  bridges ;  describes  several  over  arms  of 
Island  Sound  with  draws  varying  from  60  to  80  feet.  Has  se 
Bock  Island  bridge  twice.  It  is  located  di£ferently  from  wh 
experience  would  induce  me  to  locate ;  still,  in  the  place  when 
it  could  not  be  bettered.  Thinks  the  current  through  the  d 
straight ;  made  no  tests,  but  judges  from  what  he  saw.  Thinb 
is  no  cross  current  in  the  draw  ;  saw  nothing  like  it ;  saw  no 
pass  through.  I  think  the  navigation  on  the  Illinois  side  is  im] 
by  the  angling  position  of  the  long  pier  ;  were  the  piers  straight 
would  be  cross  currents  on  both  sides.  ^'  There  is  a  marked  difl 
between  the  currents  on  the  two  sides  as  much  as  between  a  mil 
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^daten  mile  stream."     Thinks  the  piers  has  increased  the  current 
i  to  ][  mile  per  hour  ;  has  made  some  estimates  as  to  this  increase  ; 
f    WW  nothing  in  the  currents  calculated  to  change  the  direction  of  a 
^      hoat  or  floating  object. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says :  '*  Men  who  are  pilots  at  this 
place  for  years  ought  to  know  more  of  this  than  I/'  Would  not  con- 
J^derafloat  made  of  a  stick,  and  drawing  six  feet  water,  any  test  as 
w>  effect  on  a  boat  230  feet  long  and  35  feet  wide  ;  it  would  be  a  true 
•^^  flfi  to  the  current,  but  not  as  to  the  operations  of  the  water  on  the 
^t.  A]i  the  bridges  of  which  I  have  spoken  as  built  by  me  have 
^^piers  set  straight  with  the  current. 

,^'  B.  Brayton  :  Was  the  civil  engineer  who  constructed  this  bridge. 

WC8  a  minute  description  of  the  rapids  above  the  bridge,  with  maps 

wereof  and  of  the  bridge.     Greatest  velocity  in  any  of  the  chains  5  j^ 

ffiiies per  hour.     Have  timed  boats  passing  the  draw;  have  seen  them 

^^  two  to  four  minutes  in  passing,  when  they  passed  through 

^thout  difficulty.     ''  Sometimes  they  are  detained."     ''  The  suck  of 

we  dra^^-  jg  about  125  feet  wide.     Floats  put  in  that  suck  swing  in  a 

^^^>  ^nd  come  parallel  with  the  pier  and  float  down  the  river  ;  they 

ttniioridXy  passed  even  with  the  entrance  ;  the  tendency  was,  however, 

wcome   to  the  long  pier."     The  turn  table  pier  is  355  feet, long  on 

tne  top  ^^jj  38g  f^^^  ^^^  ^j^^  bottom,  40  feet  wide  on  the  top  and  45 

^  ^\^   the  bottom.     The  openings  of  the  draw  spans  on  east  side 

0  K^*®  pass  116  feet,  and  west  side  111  feet. 

h  \J°       ®  cross-examination  he  says :  Was  engineer  who  located  this 

",?®>    and  supposes  he  is  professionally  responsible  therefor.     In 

rJ^°K   the  space  larger  on  one  side  of  the  long  pier  than  the  other 

^T  ^    mistake,  which  was  not  discovered  till  superstructure  was 

t/ont^    B.  Jervis,  civil  engineer :  Has  had  much  experience  in  hy- 

orauhc^      Yf^  formerly  president  and  chief  engineer  of  Rock  Island 

r™°^^^ .    Was  at  the  bridge  last  September  and  May  10  ;  made  no 

S^^r^'^ental  examinations  ;  stood  on  the  bridge,  while  a  man  threw^ 

in  oioo^g  Qu  f^j^Q  Illinois  side  at  the  head  of  the  long  pier  ;  they  passed 

urectl^  through,  and  in  a  line  with  the  pier.     ^'  Sfoticed  some  boils^ 

^  tV     ^^^  common  to  rocky  bottoms  ;  I  guess  at  their  being  so  caused 

n  tnia    instance."     Observed  that  the  long  pier  was  at  an  angle  with 

-  ??|^^^ent,  which  caused  an  eddy  on  the  Iowa  side;  is  inclined  to 

^D*  "t^e  pier  is  placed  as  well  as  could  be  under  all  the  ciicum- 

lance^       In  coming  down,  a  boat  has  to  take  a  slight  curvature  in 

J^g"  ^%ter ;  thinks  she  will  make  the  opening  with  more  certainty 

?y^  V   in  a  direct  line.     Is  satisfied  that  there  is  no  eddy  on  the 

R      t^  side  of  the  long  pier.     Floats  such  as  were  used  by  Messrs. 

f\     x?^  and  Tracey  are  correct  tests  of  currents. 

A     f^^  cross-examination  he  says  :  Has  been  president  of  the  Bock 

*  A    '*^^^^*^  J  ^^^d  ™y  stock  in  that  road  since  coming  here  to 

attena  this  trial  to  Mr.  Judd,  one  of  the  counsel,  at  his  suggestion, 

%sA  took  his  note.     There  was  $10,000  of  the  stock,  for  which  I  took 

\^%  Bote  for  $7,600.     Exjpect  to  trade  back  as  soon  as  trial  is  finished ; 

^m^^  not  sell  the  stock  for  that  low  price  for  cash.     (Motion  to  reject 

e^^^ce  overruled.)    The  striking  of  the  current  on  the  Illinois  side 
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E.  C.  Cropper :  Carpenter ;  resides  at  Rock  Island;  saw  the  acc/den^  "J  -. 
to  the  Afton  at  the  distance  of  a  mile ;  she  was  on  the  head  of  tie  jr 
pier  an  hour  and  a  quarter  before  she  took  fire  ;  wind  was  strong**  >- 
the  time.  - 

John  Lusk  :  Collector  on  the  ferry-boat  below  the  bridge  ;  saw  ^^^    -y 
Afton  ;  it  was  an  hour  after  she  swung  before  she  burned ;  has  * 
amined  the  draw  and  thinks  there  are  no  cross  currents.  ^    - 

R.  Sowers:  Railroad  agent;  resides  at  Rock  island;  saw  the  X^^ 
of  the  Afton  ;  the  day  was  windy  ;  has  seen  tests  of  the  current  ^ 
found  no  cross  currents  in  the  draw.  ^^^ 

8.  Chilson :  Machinist  employed  by  railroad  company;  saw  t^^^ 
Afton  ;  has  seen  tests  by  floats  and  thinks  the  bridge  no  material  o  ^^ 
struction  to  navigation. 

W.  H.  Whitman :  Assistant  superintendent  of  the  railroad ;  h^^ 
seen  the  tests  and  thinks  there  are  no  cross  currents  in  the  draw. 

D.  C.  McNiel :  Physician  ;  passenger  on  steamer  Vienna  ;  was  nea:^ 
the  bridge  when  the  Afton  was  lost ;  the  Vienna,  the  day  before,  wa^ 
in  the  draw  two  or  three  hours,  trying  to  gee  up  through,  but  failed  ; 
the  current  did  not  press  us  towards  the  short  pier,  but  the  current 
and  wind  forced  us  oack ;   could  see  no  cross  currents ;   have  been 
through  the  draw  four  other  times. 

H.  Decker :  Pilot  on  the  tug-boat  Resolute,  engaged  in  towing 
barges  of  coal  up  to  Galena ;  has  passed  through  the  draw  oftener 
than  any  other  man,  except  the  pilots  of  the  packets  ;  have  taken  four 
barges  through  at  one  time ;  have  taken  the  barges  of  other  boats 
through  when  they  could  not  get  them  through  themselves ;  the  Reso- 
lute is  a  short  stern- wheel  boat  of  good  power,  and  built  for  towing ; 
does  not  think  there  are  any  cross  currents  in  the  draw.  ^ 

On  his  cross-examination  ho  says:  Has  had  no  trouble  with  the    T 
Resolute  ;  cannot  tell  what  other  boats  would  do  till  he  has  handled 
them  ;  no  boat  has  ever  passed  through  the  Iowa  side  of  the  long  pier. 

8.  Powers :  Resides  at  Rock  Island ;  is  not  a  pilot,  but  well  acquainted 
with  steamboats ;  knows  the  bridge  well  and  has  seen  many  boats    _ 
pass  through ;  has  seen  the  floats  and  thinks  there  are  no  cross  currents 
in  the  draw  ;  does  not  think  there  is  any  difficulty  in  taking  a  boat 
safely  through. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says :  Steamboat  pilots  ought  to  know 
better  the  difficulties  of  the  draw  than  I  do  ;  has  seen  several  accidents 
to  boats  at  the  bridge. 

D.  Bardes :  Lumberman  ;  resides  at  Rock  Island  ;  once,  above  the 
bridge,  a  raft  which  was  aground  on  the  rapids  above  the  bridge  got 
oflF  without  her  pilot  and  went  straight  through  the  draw  ;  the  raft 
was  400  leet  long  and  70  to  75  feet  wide ;  current  runs  straight 
through  the  draw. 

On  his  cross-examination  he  says :  It  was  during  low  water  that 
this  raft  went  through. 

S.  Gurney :  The  superintendent  of  the  bridge  ;  resides  in  a  house 
on  the  head  of  the  long  pier  ;  has  seen  tests  with  floats,  and  thinks 
there  is  no  cross  current  in  the  draw  ;  boats  have  never  passed  on  the 
Iowa  side  of  the  long  pier  ;  the  eddy  there  is  such  that  they  cannot ; 
at  the  request  of  the  company,  has  kept  a  record  of  all  the  boats  that 
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ised  since  the  Afton  was  lost ;  record  is  produced  ;  number  of 

up  to  10th  September  was  958.  Eecord  of  boats  injured : 

May,  April  6, 1856  ;  Rescue,  April  10,  1856  ;  Tennessee  Belle, 

1856  ;  Arizonia,  May  17, 1856  ;  General  Pike,  June  7, 1856 ; 
d,  June  26,  1856  ;  B.  Comsen,  September  7, 1856  ;  Metropo- 
rge,  November  14,  1856 ;  War  Eagle,  April  3,  1857  ;  Cone- 
pril  6, 1857;  Edita,  April  19, 1857;  Cremona,  April  19, 1857 ; 
larris,  April  22, 1857  ;  Saracen,  May  1, 1857  ;  Atlanta,  May 
;  Conewago,  May  22,  1857 ;  Keystone,  May  23,  1857  ;  Au- 
Hay  23, 1857  ;  Minnesota  Belle,  June  5, 1857  ;  Metropolitan, 

1857  ;  Alhambra,  August  28,  1857. 

J  cross-examination  he  says  he  has  no  knowledge  of  any  injury 
llowing  named  boats,  (proved  by  other  witnesses :)  W.  J. 
Rochester,  Henry  Gruff,  Hamburg,  Granite  State,  St.  Louis, 

«  here  rested.  The  plaintiff  then  offered  in  rebuttal  maps 
civil  engineers  showing  the  specific  movements  of  large  num- 
oats,  and  the  evidence  of  engineers  themselves  with  their 
f  cross  currents  in  the  draw  ;  but  all  this  was  ruled  out  by 
>,  on  the  ground  that  this  testimony  should  have  been  offered 
of  their  case.  The  jury  could  not  agree  and  were  discharged. 


Office  U.  S.  Capitol  Extension,  etc., 
Washington,  March  19,  1858. 

Lt  your  summons,  received  yesterday,  I  have  called  at  the 
he  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  have  examined  the  maps 
the  location  of  the  Rock  Island  bridge  over  the  Mississippi 

also  looked  over  an  abstract  of  the  testimony  in  the  case  of 
Afton,  wrecked  in  passing  the  draw  in  May,  1856. 
18  much  contradicting  testimony  as  to  cross  currents,  and  as 
[fficalty  of  passing  through  the  draw ;  and  without  having 
bridge  and  the  passage  of  boats  through  it,  an  opinion  must, 
,  depend  upon  the  information  laid  before  the  engineers. 

maps  shown  me  represent  correctly  the  location  of  the 
and  of  this  I  presume  there  is  no  doubt,)  then  the  effect 
{  currents  would  be,  in  my  opinion,  to  make  the  passage 
aw  difficult,  and  even  dangerous.     The  great  pier  supporting 

appears  to  be  placed  at  a  considerable  angle  with  the  current 
rer.  It  is  one  of  the  rules  of  bridge  building,  for  the  sake  of 
Y  and  safety  of  the  bridge,  as  well  as  in  order  to  avoid  as 

possible  interference  with  navigation,  to  place  the  piers  in 
)f  the  current.     This  rule  is  seldom  violated  ;  and  in  a  struc- 

as  this,  exposed  to  the  shocks  of  ice,  drift  timber,  rafts,  and 
iting  bodies  in  a  rapid  current — one  under  which  so  large  a 
3  must  pass — it  should  have  been  carefully  observed, 
ftps  submitted  to  me,  and  the  records  of  injuries  to  boats  at 
r,  satisfy  me  that  the  bridge  is  a  material  obstruction  to  the 
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navigation  of  the  river,  and  that  it  has  not  heen  constructed  with  that 
regard  to  the  requirements  of  this  navigation  which  was  proper. 

The  interests  of  the  river  and  of  the  railroad  are  hoth  important. 
Some  inconvenience  must  be  submitted  to  by  each  where  they  come 
into  conflict ;  and  while  any  bridge  confining  the  navigation  to  a 
single  channel,  to  a  small  part  of  the  width  of  the  river^  must  be  in 
some  degree  an  obstruction  to  that  navigation,  it  is  only  just  that  the 
passages  provided  for  the  use  of  the  river  commerce  should  be  as  safe 
and  convenient  as  it  is  possible  to  make  them. 

Had  the  piers  of  this  bridge  been  carefully  placed  in  the  direction 
of  the  currents,  the  bridge  would  still  have  been  somewhat  of  an 
obstruction,  but  not  such  an  one  as  it  now  appears  to  be. 

There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  designing  a  bridge  at  this  site  which 
would  afford  a  proper  accommodation  to  the  railroad  interests  without 
being  a  dangerous  obstruction  to  the  navigation  of  the  river  by  boats. 

Any  pier  built  in  a  stream  must  be  an  obstruction  to  its  navigation 
by  rafts,  which  are  less  manageable  than  boats. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M,  C.  MEIGS, 
Capt.  0/  Engineers y  Chief  Engineer  of  Washington  Aquedud, 

Hon.  John  Cochrane, 

Chairman  CommUtee  on  Commercey 

U.  S.  House  of  Bepresentatives. 


Washington,  April  5,  1868. 
Dear  Sib:  In  reply  to  your  note  of  the  3d  instant,  I  have  to  state 
as  my  opinion,  formed  on  the  explanation  of  the  plans  given  me  bj 
by  Mr.  Bissell,  that  the  long  central  pier  of  the  Bock  Island  bridge 
must,  in  its  present  position,  form,  and  dimensions,  impede  and  en- 
danger the  navigation  of  the  river. 

RespectfiiUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOS.  G.  TOTTEN. 
Hon.  E.  B.  Washburne, 

Committee  on  Commercey  House  of  Representatives, 


Richmond,  Virginia,  March  28,  1858. 

Sir  :  I  did  not  receive  the  request  of  the  committee,  that  I  would 
make  such  additions  to  my  letter  of  the  18th  ultimo,  touching  the 
Bock  Island  bridge,  as  mi^ht  seem  to  be  called  for  by  the  additional 
information  whicn  I  have  derived  from  Mr.  Bissell's  surveys  and  ob- 
aervations,  until  Tuesday  night,  just  as  I  received  a  notice  which  com- 

SUed  me  to  leave  Washington  on  professional  business  in  Virginia 
e  next  morning.     Since  then  I  have  been  constantly  occupied  in  the 
field  or  travelling. 

I  avail  myself  of  the  first  leisure  I  have  obtained  to  say,  that  the 
plans  furnished  by  Mr.  Bissell  show  that  the  dimensions  of  the  long 
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pier,  which  supports  the  draw,  are  materially  greater  than  I  had 
supposed,  and  that  its  effect  in  increasing  the  speed  of  the  current  in 
the  draw  must  also  be  greater. 

The  great  length  of  this  pier,  which  projects,  according  to  the  draw- 
ings exhibited  to  me,  nearly  200  feet  above  the  centre  of  the  draw, 
and  forms  an  angle  of  26^  with  the  direction  of  the  current,  forces  a 
7ery  largely  increased  volume  of  water  to  pass  through  the  draw  space 
at  a  high  velocity.  But  I  find  that  it  is  not  practicable  to  compute 
that  part  of  the  increase  of  velocity  which  is  due  to  the  projection  of 
this  pier  with  entire  accuracv.  I  would  estimate  the  total  increase 
caosed  b^  the  bridge  at  something  over  60  per  cent. ;  so  that,  if  the 
velocity  in  high  water  before  the  erection  of  the  bridge  was  6  miles  an 
hoar,  it  must  now  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  7^  miles  an  hour. 

The  further  increase  consequent  on  the  presence  of  a  boat  of  25  feet 
beam  and  5  feet  draft  would  range,  I  think,  from  6  to  12  per  cent., 
depending  on  the  stage  of  the  river.  When  the  boat  is  forcing  her 
way  through  the  draw  there  would  be  a  still  further  increase  of  the 
speed  of  the  opposing  current,  the  value  of  which  will  depend  on  the 
progress  of  the  Doat  itself. 

I  regard  it  as  very  unfortunate  that  the  long  pier,  which  supports 
the  draw  of  this  bridge,  had  not  been  placed  parallel  with  the  thread 
of  the  stream,  and  mi^e  as  slender  as  would  be  compatible  with  the 
perfect  security  of  the  work. 

These  conclusions  I  think  it  is  fair  to  state ;  but  having  understood, 
since  the  date  of  my  last  letter,  that  the  questions  of  obstruction  and 
its  value  are  both  undergoing  judicial  investigation,  I  think  it  proper 
to  refrain  from  expressing  any  opinions  on  those  points  beyond  those 
contained  in  my  letter  of  the  18th  ultimo. 
I  have,  sir,  the  honor  to  be,  respectfully,  your  most  obedient, 

CHARLES  ELLET,  Jb., 
Civil  Engineer. 
Hon.  John  Cochranb, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 


HsioHTS  OF  Gboboetown, 

February  18,  1858. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  15th  instant,  enclosing  a  copy  of  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  relation  to  the  Rock  Island 
bridge,  and  inquiring  whether  I  have  any  personal  knowledge  of  that 
bridge,  and^  if  so,  whether  in  my  opinion  it  was  properly  constructed 
or  not,  and  whether  I  regard  it  as  a  serious  obstruction  to  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Mississippi  river,  has  been  received. 

My  personal  knowledge  of  the  Rock  Island  bridge  is  no  more  than 
the  information  derived  from  the  hurried  observations  made  during  a 
single  visit,  when  the  river  was  swollen,  but  not  in  full  flood,  and 
when  the  draw  was  out  of  order,  and  the  use  of  the  bridge  for  the  pas- 
sage of  trains  was  suspended.  The  conclusion  which  I  formed  on  the 
spot,  but  without  any  expectation  of  expressing  it  professionally,  was 
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that  the  construction  of  the  bridge,  so  far  as  it  was  above  water  and  ap- 
parent to  observation,  was  creditable,  but  that  the  location  of  its  sup- 
porting piers  was  very  objectionable. 

The  piers,  in  my  judgment,  ought  to  have  been  placed  in  line  with 
the  thread  of  the  stream,  both  for  the  more  perfect  security  of  the 
bridge  itself  and  for  the  proper  protection  of  the  navigation,  a  con- 
dition which  was  not  fulfilled  by  the  work  at  the  time  I  saw  it.  It  is 
possible,  however,  though  I  scarcely  think  it  probable,  that  in  other 
stages  of  the  river,  as  at  low  water,  the  current  may  conform  better 
with  the  direction  of  the  piers  than  it  did  when  I  was  there,  and  that 
this  fact  may  have  exercised  some  influence  on  the  location. 

The  consequence  of  the  angle  formed  by  the  piers  with  the  direc- 
tion of  the  current,  as  the  current  set  when  I  visited  the  bridge,  is  to 
allow  the  water  to  impinge  severely  against  the  eastern  face  of  the 
lon^  draw  pier,  and  surge  around  the  head  of  the  pier  east  of  the  one 
which  supports  the  draw  with  great  force  and  a  considerable  flail. 

It  appeared  to  me  that  it  must  be  somewhat  difficult  under  some 
and  not  unusual  circumstances  to  hold  a  steamer  on  her  course  after 
her  bow  enters  this  cross  current ;  and  that  this  difficulty  must  be- 
come a  serious  danger  in  cases  where  the  speed  of  the  steamer  ap- 
})roximateS  to  that  of  the  current  between  the  piers,  requirinff  her  to 
abor  hard  to  pass  the  bridge.  Of  course,  this  danger  will  be  more 
or  less  aggravated  by  darkness  and  adverse  winds  and  inclement 
weather. 

I  had  no  motive  to  induce  me  to  make  any  observations  on  the  rela- 
tive velocities  of  the  current  above  the  bridge  and  that  between  the 
draw  piers,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  how  much  its  speed  has  been  in- 
creased by  the  construction  of  the  bridge.  Nor  have  I  the  elements 
which  are  necessary  to  enable  me  to  compute  correctly  the  value  of 
this  increase — a  fact  very  essential,  in  my  judgment,  to  enable  the 
committee  to  estimate  the  extent  of  the  obstruction  to  the  navigation 
occasioned  by  the  bridge. 

There  are  several  considerations,  however,  which  go  to  show  that 
the  current  to  be  stemmed  by  an  ascending  steamer  must  be  greatly 
increased  by  and  between  the  draw  piers : 

First.  By  the  space  taken  up  by  the  draw  piers  themselves,  which 
compels  the  water  approaching  them  to  discharge  itself  through  a 
narrow  opening.  My  impression  is,  without  having  the  elements  re- 
quisite for  its  accurate  computation,  that  the  increa^  velocity  due  to 
tnis  cause  will  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  15  per  cent. 

Second.  By  the  oblique  direction  of  the  current,  which  impinges 
against  the  faces  of  the  piers  at  a  considerable  angle.  How  much  the 
velocity  will  be  increased  by  this  cause  I  have  not  the  data  to  deter- 
mine even  approximately.  It  depends,  in  part,  on  the  angle  of  inci- 
dence of  the  current  against  the  face  of  the  pier,  and  in  part  on  the 
salience  of  the  long  pier  supporting  the  draw. 

Third.  By  the  occupation  of  a  part  of  the  contracted  space  between 
the  piers  of  the  draw  by  the  hull  of  the  boat.  The  boat  occupying  a 
part  of  the  channel  way  will  increase  the  velocity  of  the  current  be- 
tween the  piers  in  the  ratio  of  the  entire  channel  way  to  the  area  of 
the  reduced  channel  way  consequent  on  the  presence  of  the  boat.    The 
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Deasure  of  the  effect  which  this  occupation  of  the  channel  by  the  boat 
rill  produce  on  the  velocity  of  the  current  to  be  stemmed  will  depend 
»n  the  area  of  the  hull  and  the  depth  of  the  river  at  the  time  the  boat 
masses  the  draw.  This  measure  will  increase  as  the  size  of  the  boat 
Dcieases  ;  as  the  velocity  with  which  it  passes  through  the  draw  in- 
reases^  and  as  the  depth  of  the  channel  diminishes. 

I  have  not  the  necessary  elements  to  compute  these  several  influ- 
nces,  either  in  the  aggregate  or  separately.  If  a  rude  estimate  were 
esirable,  I  should  say  that  the  entire  effect  of  the  bridge  on  the  cur- 
3nt  would  be  to  increase  its  velocity  between  the  draw  piers  from  30 
)  40  per  cent. 

If  the  consequence  of  this  increased  velocity  of  the  current  at  the 
raw  were  limited  to  the  mere  demand  for  an  exertion  of  a  corres- 
ondin^  increase  of  power  in  passing  the  bridge,  I  should  not  regard 
.  as  evidence  of  any  serious  obstruction. 

This  increase  of  velocity,  in  my  judgment,  acquires  its  chief  impor- 
ince  in  consequence  of  the  obliquity  of  the  piers  to  the  current, 
rhicb,  in  cases  where  the  power  of  the  boat  is  not  greatly  superior  to 
hat  of  the  stream,  might  make  her  steerage  difficult,  and  carry  her 
gainst  the  draw  pier.  If  an  ascending  boat  were  heavily  laden,  and 
f  moderate  speed,  and  obeyed  her  helm  slowly,  in  attempting  to  clear 
he  draw  pier,  she  might  be  thrown  across  the  current  and  brought 
»ack  against  the  pier  next  to  the  draw. 

This  difficulty,  I  repeat',  acquires  special  importance,  when  the 
)ower  of  the  boat  is  not  greatly  superior  to  that  of  the  river. 

I  cannot  undertake  to  pronounce  upon  the  merits  of  this  important 
luestion,  with  the  information  in  my  possession,  further  than  to  say 
;hat  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  location  of  the  piers  of  this  bridge  is 
aulty,  and,  so  far  as  I  could  perceive,  unnecessarily  so.  But  1  also 
mtertain  the  opinion  that  before  Congress  could  properly  take  mea- 
rares  to  enfore  Wieir  removal,  a  carelul  survey  of  the  river,  at,  above, 
ind  below  the  bridge,  should  be  made.  This  survey  should  be  accom- 
panied by  a  plan  of  the  bridge,  and  especially  of  its  piers,  both  above 
ind  below  the  surface  of  the  river,  with  observations  on  the  speed  of 
the  current,  in  different  stages  of  the  water,  at,  above,  and  below  the 
bridge ;  with  observations,  also,  on  the  speed  of  boats  of  different 
lizes  and  construction,  both  while  traversing  the  open  river  and  when 
passing  the  draw.  The  report  of  this  survey  should  contain  the 
opinions,  based  on  the  study  of  all  the  facts  elicited  by  the  examina- 
tion, of  one  or  more  competent  and  disinterested  engineers.^  There  is 
certainly  sufficient  obstruction  caused  by  this  bridge  to  justify  such  an 
investigation.  The  final  adjustment  of  the  rights  of  the  parties,  I 
presume,  must  be  made  by  the  judiciary.  A  survey,  it  appears  to  me, 
would  be  necessary  to  obtain  that  preliminary  information  in  an  au- 
thentic form,  and  freed  from  all  conjectures,  which  Congress  will  re- 
quire before  deciding  on  any  action. 

It  will  be  impossible,  with  due  regard  to  all  the  public  and  private 
interests  involved,  to  divest  this  question  of  considerations  connects 
with  the  value  of  railroad  accommodation.  A  bridge,  I  think,  i^  *^^ 
He,  may  present  material  obstruction  to  the  navigation,  and  yet  be  a 
^ery  proper  structure  to  be  maintained  by  the  law  for  the  general 


28  BRIDaE  ACBOSS   THE  MISSISSIPPI  AT  ROCK  ISLAND. 

good.  The  first  practical  question  would  seem  to  be  to  determine 
whether  the  inconvenience  caused  to  the  navigation  is  greater  than 
the  interests  of  the  public  in  the  land  travel  should  properly  justify ; 
and  next,  whether  reasonable  care  has  been  taken  in  providing  for 
the  land  travel  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  navigation.  Some  in- 
convenience must  be  submitted  to  on  both  sides.  But  it  is  clearly  the 
duty  of  those  placing  the  obstruction,  which  a  bridge  almost  of  neces- 
sity offers,  in  the  channel  of  a  navigable  river,  to  render  that  necessary 
obstruction  as  little  hurtful  as  possible,  by  planning  their  work  judi- 
ciously and  constructing  it  skilfully. 

How  far  this  condition  has  been  ftilfiUed,  in  the  present  case,  I  am 
unwilling,  with  the  facts  before  me,  to  decide,  further  than  I  have 
already  done  in  stating  that  the  position  of  the  piers  is  very  objectiona- 
ble in  a  high  stage  of  the  river,  and  has  increased  a  necessary  dif- 
ficulty which,  I  think,  it  should  have  been  the  aim  of  the  company  to 
reduce  as  much  as  was  possible  without  incurring  an  unreasonable 
expenditure. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

CHARLES  ELLET,  Jr., 

CivU  Engineer. 

Hon.  John  Cochrane, 

Chmrrnan  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 


Office  Merchants'  and  Manufacturers'  Insurance  Company, 

Cincinnati  J  January  21,  1858. 

Dear  Sir  :  Tours  of  the  18th  is  at  hand.  The  Bock  Island  bridge 
is  esteemed  to  be  a  very  serious  obstruction  to  the  navigation  of  the 
Mississippi  river  by  all  underwriters ;  and  to  this  conclusion  many  of 
them  have  come  by  sad  experience.  The  board  of  underwriters  of  this 
city,  acting  upon  information  derived  from  the  board  of  underwriters 
in  St.  Louis,  agreed  with  them  in  the  necessity  of  charging  a  higher 
rate  of  premium  for  risks  passing  that  bridge,  and  a  half  of  one  per 
cent,  additional  was  fixed  upon.  The  St.  Louis  offices  have  had  a 
more  extended  trade  on  the  upper  Mississippi  than  we  of  Cincinnati, 
and  their  action  in  the  case,  tnan  that  of  ours,  is  more  important. 

From  somewhat  extensive  inquiries  which  it  has  been  my  business 
to  make  in  the  matter,  I  am  convinced  that  the  difficulty  in  the  case 
of  this  bridge  is  not  so  much  dependent  upon  the  existence  of  the 
bridge  as  upon  the  unfortunate  manner  of  its  construction.  The 
amount  of  property  destroyed  has  been  immense ;  but  long  practice 
and  the  fearful  hazard  in  connexion  have  resulted  in  ascertaining  the 
best  mode  of  making  the  passage,  so  that  in  future,  it  is  to  be  hoped; 
there  will  be  less  disastrous  consequences  to  the  shipping. 

The  navigation  interests  very  justly  require  that  some  modification 
of  the  structure  should  be  made ;  but  to  what  extent  would  depend 
upon  the  better  judgment  of  competent  engineers. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

A.  M.  SEARLES,  President. 

Hon.  0.  0.  Washburn, 

Waahington^  D.  C. 
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Office  Cincinnati  Insurance  Company, 

January  23,  1858. 

Dear  Sib  :  Your  favor  of  the  18th  instant,  referring  to  the  Bock 
[gland  bridge  obstruction,  was  duly  received  and  should  have  had 
attention  yesterday. 

The  rate  of  insurance  to  points  above  on  the  Mississippi  river  has 
iieen  increased  by  the  existence  of  the  bridge,  very  properly,  I  think, 
:>ne-half  per  cent.,  and  this  after  the  best  information  the  underwriters 
Dould  obtain  as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  obstruction. 

It  is  quite  possible,  perhaps,  that  such  improvements  could  be  made 
in  the  construction  of  one  or  more  of  the  piers  as  to  diminish  greatly 
the  present  hazard ;  but,  as  at  present  bmlt,  the  danger  to  property 
and  nnman  life  is,  at  certain  stages  of  the  water,  very  great.  And 
tiiat  government  should  permit  the  bridge  to  remain,  as  so  built,  across 
one  of  the  great  highways  of  commerce  is  preposterous. 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c. ,  

JOHN  W.  HARTWELL,  President 
Hon.  0.  C.  Washburn, 

House  of  Bepresentatives,  Washington  City. 


CrnzBNB'  Insurance  Company, 
St.  Louis,  February  17,  1858. 
Dear  Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  11th  instant  came  to  hand  yesterday, 
m  reference  to  the  Bock  Island  bridge.     I  have  to  say,  in  answer,  as 
an  underwriter,  it  is  considered  a  serious  obstruction  to  navigation, 
causing  much  loss  and  damage  to  boats  and  cargoes.    The  company 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  have  ereat  reason  to  view  it  thus 
and  so  to  speak  of  it.     In  consideration  of  the  difficulties  in  passing ' 
through  the  arch  or  arches,  our  company,  as  well,  I  believe,  as  all 
others  in  this  city,  have  charged  and  are  charging  an  advanced  rate 
of  premium,  say  from  ^  to  ^  per  cent ,  on  former  prices.     I  have 
nothing  more  to  say  in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  subscribe  myself, 
with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  RENSHAW,  President. 
Hon.  C.  C.  Washburn, 

Member  of  Congress,  Washington  City. 


Office  Eureka  Insurance  Compant, 

Pittsburg,  January  14,  1858. 
Dbar  Sir  :  To  your  interrogatory  of  11th  instant  I  reply,  that  the 
^tes  of  insurance  on  steamboats  have  been  increased  in  the  offices  at 
Kttgburg,  in  consequence  of  the  construction  of  the  Rock  Island  bridge. 
£ach  boat  going  from  any  point  below  to  any  point  above  said  bridge, 
^nd  returning,  is  charged  three- fourths  of  one  per  cent,  for  insurance 
gainst  the  dangers  of  the  bridge  alone,  in  addition  to  the  annual 
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premium,  or  the  premium  paid  for  the  trip,  for  protection  against 
other  risks. 

Each  one  hundred  dollars  in  merchandise,  upon  a  good  steamboat, 
passing  through  or  under  this  bridge,  is  also  now  charged  for  insur- 
ance against  the  dangers  of  the  bridge  alone  twenty-nve  cents,  in 
addition  to  what  premium  it  would  have  paid  formerly. 

Thus,  each  steamboat  insured  for  $20,000  pays  a  tax  for  the  Bock 
Island  bridge  of  $150  per  trip,  and  every  merchant  who  buys  and  in- 
sures a  |10,000  stock  of  goods,  to  be  taken  to  the  Upper  Mississippi  by 
river,  pays  |25  more  for  the  additional  risk  of  the  bridge. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

ROB'T  FINNBT. 

Hon.  D.  HiTCHiB,  Washington. 


Office  Mbrchaiteb'  Insurance  Company, 

8t.  Louis,  February  17, 1868. 
Dear  Sir  :  Yours  of  the  11th  instant  is  received,  and  I  hasten  to 
reply. 

Our  offices  here  all  charge  one-fourth  of  one  per  cent,  additional 
premium  on  cargoes,  in  consequence  of  the  Bock  Island  bridge,  where 
the  same  pass  said  bridge. 

This  office  usually  charges  two  per  cent,  additional  on  hull  policies 
for  boats  passing  under.  I  think  the  general  sentiment  among  insur- 
ance men  here  is,  that  the  bridge,  located  as  it  is,  is  a  serious  hind- 
rance to  navigation,  and  that  the  advanced  rates  above  spoken  of  are 
as  UMe  as  they  should  be;  in  fact,  many  think  the  extra  cnarge  should 
be  much  higher. 

Truly,  youri, 

H.  J.  BODLEY,  President. 
Hon.  0.  0.  Washburn, 

Member  of  Congress,  Washington  City,  D.  C. 


35Tn  CoNQRBSs,  )   HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.   J    Report 
l8ti^Mion.      S  /  No.  251. 


HARBORS  AND  RIVERS. 

[To  acoompany  BUI  H.  B.  No.  483.] 


April  15,  1858. 


Hr.  John  Cochbanb,  from  tlie  Committee  on  Commerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Commerce^  to  whom  have  been  referred  the  variouB 
petitions,  memorials  and  biUSy  ai  any  time  during  the  present  session 
of  Congress  J  inlrodtAced  into  the  House,  for  the  improvement  of  harbors 
ai  different  points  on  the  seaboard  and  on  the  line  of  our  interior  nav^ 
igation,  and  for  the  improvement  of  the  navigation  of  rivers,  through 
&eir  chairman,  John  Cochrane,  respectfully  report: 

That  they  have  carefdlly  considered  the  subjects  thereby  presented 
for  their  action,  as  well  in  the  light  of  their  several  claims  as  in  that 
of  the  financial  capacity  of  the  government  to  recognize  them.  Your 
committee  have  refrained  from  the  discussion  of  the  constitutional 
limits  prescribed  to  the  federal  government  in  its  care  for  the  interests 
of  national  commerce,  and  have  been  constrained  to  accept  for  their 

Side  on  this  occasion  that  legislation  of  their  predecessors  which, 
ving  been  now  nearly  consummated  by  appropriations,  appeals  not 
only  to  their  judgment  with  the  force  of  a  precedent,  but  presents  to 
their  discretion  the  impropriety  of  suffering,  through  neglect,  the 
sacrifice  of  the  millions  of  money  already  expended.  The  vast  ex- 
panse of  commercial  enterprise  which  occupies  the  extent  of  the 
couitry  and  employs  the  myriads  engaged  in  its  pursuits  is  well 
worthy  of  the  fostering  hand  of  government,  stretched  to  the  utmost 
constitutional  verge.  The  character  of  our  people  is  subjected  to  its 
daily  influences,  and  the  national  reputation  glows  under  its  genial 
aospices.  Every  consideration,  whether  of  private  aggrandizement  or 
of  public  gain,  unites  in  recommending  an  attention  to  the  interests  of 
commerce  as  the  paramount  duty  of  the  legislator  within  his  constitu- 
tional province.  The  performance  of  this  duty,  however,  is  properly 
subjected  to  the  control  of  financial  conditions.  Whatever  may  be 
the  emergency  or  the  desire  of  compliance,  each  must  be  referred  ulti- 
Jnately  to  the  means  possessed  for  its  relief  or  gratification. 

Your  committee  have  been  desirous  of  extending  the  national  aid 
to  aU  public  works  hitherto  undertaken,  either  in  protection  or  en- 
oooragement  of  the  interests  of  commerce.    For  this  purpose  they 
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have  careftilly  reviewed  the  official  estimates  of  the  amount  reqoii 
for  the  completion  of  the  improvements  already  projected  and  hegn 
and  have  been  forced ,  by  their  vast  aggregate,  to  relinquish  the  ho 
of  such  extensive  aid  at  the  present  peri(^  of  financial  distress ;  ] 
has  the  fact  been  quite  apparent  that  without  some  assistance  t 
money  now  expended  at  various  points  along  our  sea,  lake  and  rii 
lines  must  become  a  total  sacrifice.  In  many  instances  the  fruits 
repeated  appropriations  are  now  perishing  for  want  of  proper  attc 
tion ;  and  m  all  may  the  works  be  not  only  saved  at  their  prese 
state  of  completion  by  timely  appropriations,  but  preserved  for  iuti 
improvement.  Your  committee,  therefore,  though  arrested  by  1 
exhausted  condition  of  the  treasury  in  their  desire  to  extend  libei 
assistance  to  all  works  of  internal  improvement,  yet  have  determiii 
to  report  a  bill  comprehensive  of  appropriations  required  for  1 
preservation  of  improvements  commercial  at  harbors  and  in  rive 
out  in  an  unfinished  and  incomplete  state.  They  should,  howevi 
remark,  that  to  this  rule  they  have  admitted  a  few  exceptions,  ( 
manded  by  their  importance  in  either  a  commercial  or  a  sanita 

Joint  of  view.  Such  exceptions  have  been  recommended  by  the  uti 
estitution,  at  a  few  prominent  commercial  points,  of  the  ordina 
fiicilities  of  inland  navigation,  and  of  the  usual  harbors  of  succor 
case  of  distress.  While  their  rarity  has  rendered  more  easy  the  i 
cognition  of  their  claims,  your  committee  are  confident  that  tfaepi 
priety  of  this  course  will  be  amply  justified  by  their  merits.  Wb 
the  vicissitudes  of  the  seasons  have  utterly  demolished  the  labor 
previous  years,  and  a  largely  increased  commerce  is  imperilled, 
when  an  uninterrupted  experience  has  abundantly  demonstrated  tl 
there  should  be  constructed  harbors  of  refuge  for  the  preservation 
life  and  property,  your  committee  have  relaxed  their  rule  of  eoonoi 
in  behalf  of  a  more  liberal  appropriation.  These  exceptional  ca8( 
however,  do  not  exceed  three  m  number,  nor  involve  tne  additioi 
expenditure  of  more  than  $200,000.  However  deeply  to  be  i 
gretted  is  the  necessity  which  commands  the  rejection  of  all  applu 
tioDS  for  projected  improvements  in  rivers  and  harbors,  your  comm 
tee  feel  the  urgency  of  obedience  to  it.  To  be  sure,  in  some  instanc 
they  have  recommended  appropriations  nominally  for  this  purpoj 
Upon  the  improvements,  however,  in  such  cases  contemplated,  so  i 
timately  depends  the  continuing  commerce  and  the  existence  of  wor 
already  begun,  that  they  are  obvious  exceptions  to  the  prescrib 
rule.  A  more  just  estimation  of  this  retrenching  policy  will  probal 
be  formed  when  it  is  understood  that  of  the  aggregate  sum 
$4,129,969  asked,  but  $1,479,861  have  been  appropriated  by  the  b 
reported  by  your  committee. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  have  instructed  their  chairman  to  repo 
the  accompanying  bill. 


S5th  Cowqrbhs,  )   HOUSE  OP  BEPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
IH  Se98um.     $  I  No.   252. 


CONSULATE  AT  BOSABIO. 

[To  aooompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  484.] 


Apbq.  15,  1868. 


Mr.  John  Coghbanb,  from  the  CTommittee  on  Commerce  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  tJommercey  to  whom  wm  referred  ao  much  of  the 
President's  message  ca  refers  to  the  navigation  of  the  La  PUUa  river, 
through  Us  chairman^  John  Cochrane,  report: 

The  opening  to  the  flags  of  all  nations  of  the  main  tributaries — 
the  Parana  and  Uruguay— of  the  river  La  Plata,  in  1852,  by  General 
Urgniza,  now  president  of  the  Argentine  Confederation,  presented  a 
new  and  fruitful  field  to  commercial  enterprise  ;  and  as  those  waters, 
which  had  remained  closed  b^  authority  of  Rosas  up  to  that  time, 
were  but  little  known  to  navigation,  and  the  resources  of  the  vast 
eitent  of  country  drained  by  them  very  imperfectly  estimated,  the 
government  of  the  United  States  promptly  availed  itself  of  this  oppor- 
tonity  to  obtain  information  of  a  region  of  the  continent  which  nad 
been  shut  out  from  the  world  for  a  number  of  years,  and  despatched 
^e  United  States  steamer  Water  Witch,  under  the  command  of  Lieu- 
tenant, now  Commander  Thomas  J.  Page,  to  ascertain  to  what  extent 
the  tributaries  of  the  La  Plata  were  navigable,  and  what  were  the 
agricultural  and  commercial  resources  of  the  countries  through  which 
they  flowed. 

The  success  attending  this  exploration,  although  not  prosecuted  to 
its  utmost  extent,  because  of  the  vastness  of  the  territory  to  be  gone 
over,  and  the  short  time  allowed  for  it,  was  such  as  to  establish  the 
practicability  of  an  internal  navigation  far  beyond  any  previously 
attributed  to  these  waters,  and  to  show  that  the  resources  of  the  adja- 
cent countries  far  exceeded  any  previous  knowledge  or  estimate  of  them; 
imder  the  developments  of  a  free  navigation,  a  new  field  is  thu3  opened 
to  the  occupants  of  our  already  widely  extended  commerce. 

It  was  the  policy  of  Rosas,  who  for  a  number  of  years  ruled  with 
despotic  sway,  not  only  Buenos  Ayres,  but  the  provinces  now  forming 
the  Argentine  Confederation,  to  make  the  trade  of  these  countries  centre 
at  the  city  of  Buenos  Ayres.  He  closed  the  approaches  to  Paraguay. 
The  natural  channels  of  trade,  the  rivers,  he  sealed,  and  compelled  the 
temote  provinces  to  transport  by  land,  in  ox  wagons,  all  their  pro- 


2  CONSULATE  AT  ROSAHIO. 

ducts  to  Buenos  Ayres,  and  to  receive  in  return  foreign  manufactured 
articles.     The  enormous  expenses  attendant  upon  such  a  transporta-  ^ 
tion  excluded  many  valuable  products,  which,  if  admitted  to  the  riverB,  -^ 
would  have  added  much  to  the  exports  of  the  provinces. 

Under  such  a  system,  the  world  must  ever  nave  remained  ignorant  - 
of  the  navigability  of  the  waters  and  of  the  capabilities  of  the  country  - 
to  sustain  an  important  commerce.  r 

The  political  changes  which  followed  the  downfall  and  banishment  - 
of  Rosas  resulted  in  a  separation  of  the  province  and  city  of  Buenoe  r 
Ayres  from  the  rest  of  the  provinces,  which — ^thirteen  in  number—  - 
thereupon,  in  1853^  formed  a  republican  government,  under  the  title  ,^ 
of  the  "Argentine  Confederation,"  and  elected  General  Urguiza,  the 
present  incumbent,  president.  \ 

This  separation  involved  the  necessity  of  opening  new  ports  of  entry  ,- 
for  the  trade  of  the  provinces,  which  had  formerly  been  dependent  on  r 
Buenos  Ayres.     Among  the  most  important  of  these  are  the  port  of  ;; 
"  Rosario,"  on  the  Parana  river,  in  the  province  of  Santa  Fe,  aboat 
one  hundred  and  eighty  miles  above  the  city  of  Buenos  Ayres,  and  • 
that  of  "  Gualaquaychu,"  on  the  Uruguay  river,  in  Entre  Rios.    Of 
the  two,  Rosario  is  the  more  important,  as  it  is  the  port  of  entry  of 
eleven  of  the  most  populous  and  productive  of  the  provinces. 

Each  of  these  towns  has  more  than  quadrupled  its  population  within 
the  past  four  years,  Rosario  having  increased  from  about  3,000  souls 
in  1853  to  about  15,000  at  the  present  time. 

The  principal  articles  of  export  are  hides,  tallow,  and  wool — pro- 
ductions for  which  the  country  has  no  assignable  limit,  save  that  of 
demand ;  and  now  that  there  is  every  prospect  of  continued  peace, 
that  the  rivers  have  been  shown  to  be  navigable  to  an  extent  previouBly 
unknown  even  to  the  natives  themselves ;  and  now  that  treaties  of 
commerce,  friendship,  and  navigation  have  been  made  between  the 
United  States  and  the  confederation,  we  have  good  reason  to  look  to 
the  valley  of  La  Plata  as  the  source  whence  will,  in  a  short  time,  issae 
a  trade  of  inestimable  value. 

To  hold  the  relations,  commercially  as  well  as  politically,  with  these 
countries  which  not  only  our  geographical  position  but  the  similarity 
of  our  forms  of  government  recommend,  we  should  not  only  be  repre- 
sented in  our  diplomatic  intercourse,  but  we  should  have,  at  least,  at  the 
principal  port  or  entry,  aconsul  to  represent  and  promote  our  commercial 
interest.  If  we  fail  to  do  this,  we  throw  this  valuable  trade  into  the 
hands  of  European  nations,  and  chiefly  into  those  of  the  English  and 
French,  who,  alive  to  its  value,  are  now  ably  represented  in  both 
diplomatic  and  consular  departments. 

These  governments  have  long  appreciated  the  value  of  the  commer- 
cial resources  of  the  La  Plata  countries,  and  have  taken  the  most  effi- 
cient steps  to  secure  to  themselves  their  growing  trade. 

And  although  there  is  a  predisposition,  on  the  part  of  the  Argentine 
government  and  people,  to  the  closest  commercial  relations  with  the 
United  States,  unless  we  avail  ourselves  of  the  opportunity  now  offered; 
the  current  of  trade  may  set  so  strong  towards  the  European  coast 
that  we  shall  be  unable  to  stem  it. 

The  government  of  the  United  States  was  foremost  in  recognising 
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the  Argentine  Confederation,  and  in  framing  a  treaty  of  friendship  and 
sommerce  with  its  goyernment. 

It  was  the  first,  also,  to  explore  her  unknown  waters,  and  demon- 
trate  their  navigability.  It  Decomes  us,  therefore,  to  avail  ourselves 
f  the  advantages  thus  offered,  nor  to  allow  these  oommercial  prospects 
0  be  closed. 

Notwithstanding  the  national  friendship  of  the  two  countries,  not- 
rithstanding  we  have  a  minister  resident  accredited  to  the  Argen- 
ine  government,  yet  we  have  no  consul  at  either  of  its  ports,  it  is 
U  important  that  there  should  be  at  the  principal  port  of  entry  of 
he  confederation  a  port  that  is  accessible  at  all  seasons  of  the  year 
0  vessels  of  14  feet  draught.  No  vessel  of  a  draught  over  12  feet 
honld  trade  with  Buenos  Ayres,  because  of  the  distance  at  which  those 
>f  greater  draught  are  compelled  to  discharge  and  receive  cargo.  The 
onsequent  delay  at  this  latter  port  is  such  that  two  vessels,  arriving 
i  the  same  time  in  the  river  La  Plata,  one  bound  to  Bosario,  the  other 
0  Buenos  Ayres,  the  former  would  discharge  and  receive  cargo,  and 
nive  off  Buenos  Ayres,  homeward  boundj  in  a  shorter  time  than  the 
atter  could  be  despatched,  notwithstanding  Bosario  is  nearly  200 
oiles  above.  Another  advantage  is,  that  in  consequence  of  the  dif- 
srential  duties  at  the  former  port  on  all  articles  exported  to  Buenos 
^yres,  they  may  be  purchased  at  Bosario,  for  other  foreign  countries, 
15  per  cent,  less  than  at  the  former  ^lace.  The  committee  therefore 
•ecommend  the  establishment  of  a  United  States  consulate  at  Bosario, 
m  the  Parana  river,  in  the  province  of  Sante  F£,  with  a  salary  of  $1,500 
per  anumn,  and  accordingly  report  a  bill  to  that  effect. 


HSm  OoNGRKSS,  I    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESBNTATIVES.    J   Rbport 
la  Seasion.    )  {  No.  264. 


MABINB  HOSPITAL  AT  MEMPHIS,  TENNESSEE. 


ArtLU,  15, 1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  John  Ck>CHRAint,  from  the  C!ommittee  on  Commerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Commerce^'  to  whom  was  re/erred  a  btU  for  the  con- 
Hrttdion  qf  a  marine  hospital  at  Memphis^  Tenneasee,  {through  their 
chairman^)  report  adversely  to  the  same,  under  the  infonnation  com- 
municated to  them  by  the  accompanying  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  : 

Treasury  Department,  Mar(^  23,  185T. 

Sir:  I  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  17th 
instant,  requesting  my  opinion  of  the  bill  ''to  provide  for  the  con- 
stmction  of  a  marine  hospital  at  Memphis,  Tennessee." 

Under  the  present  regulations,  ample  and  satisfactory  accommoda- 
tion is  provided  for  sick  seamen  entitled  to  relief  at  Memphis,  and  I 
deem  it  inexpedient  to  recommend  the  erection  of  a  marine  hospital 
at  that  city. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Hon.  John  Cochrane, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Commerce. 


SiH  CoNGMSS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Repobt 
IdSesfm.     J  }  No.  255. 


MARINE  HOSPITAL  AT  ALBANY,  NEW  YORK. 


AraiL  15, 1858.— Ordcnd  to  b*  printed. 


r.  Joss  OocHBANB,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

OommtUee  on  Commerce^  to  whom  was  referred  the  cuxompanying 
itiona  of  certain  citizens  of  the  United  States^  for  the  construction 
a  marine  hospital y  ai  Albany y  New  York,  and  also  Hovse  Bill  No. 
I,  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  such  a  building ,  through  their 
irmany  John  Cochraney  respectfully  report: 

it  they  have  dnly  considered  the  same,  and  upon  inquiry,  have 
nined  adversely  to  the  prayer  of  said  petitioners,  and  to  said  hill, 
therefore,  they  have  instructed  their  chairman  to  report  against 
ime.  A  letter  on  the  subject  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
tended  hereto. 

Trbasubt  Department, 
February  11,  1858. 

:  Your  letter  of  the  10th  instant,  enclosing  three  petitions  to 

ouse  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States,  praying  for  an  ap- 

iation  for  the  establishment  of  a  marine  hospital  at  Albany,  in 

tate  of  New  York,  has  been  received. 

3  marine  hospital  relief  needed  at  Albany,  and  the  necessities  of 

nd  disabled  seamen  attached  to  vessels  trading  to  that  port,  can 

)yided  for  under  the  law  and  the  regulations  now  in  force  for 

Uection  and  disbursement  of  the  marine  hospital  fund. 

lerefore  think  it  inexpedient  to  recommend  an  appropriation  for 

tablishment  in  question. 

)  petitions  are  returned  herewith. 

have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
I.  John  Coohrakii, 
Tudrman  Committee  on  Commerce. 


KthCongrhb,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
iHSeman.     \  i  No.  256. 


MARINE  HOSPITAL  AT  BUFFALO,  NEW  YORK. 


April  15,  I858.^0rdered  to  be  printed. 


r.  John  Cochranb^  from  the  Committee  on  C!ommerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

5  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  wJiom  was  referred  Bill  No.  283,  to 
rovide  for  the  construction  of  a  marine  hospital  at  Buffalo^  New 
!6rkj  through  their  chairman^  Mr,  Cochrane^  respectfully  report : 

'hat  they  have  had  the  same  nnder'consideration,  and,  from  infor- 
ion  derived  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  (whose  letter  upon 
subject  is  hereto  appended,)  they  have  instructed  their  said  chair- 
I  to  report  adversely  to  said  bill. 

Treasury  Department, 

February  20,  1858. 
[r  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
15th  instant,  with  bill  ^^  To  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a 
ine  hospital  at  Buffalo,  New  York." 

he  hospital  relief  needed  at  Buffalo  is  already  amply  afforded  un- 
the  law  and  the  regulations  adopted  by  the  department ;  and  I 
n  it  inexpedient  to  recommend  any  appropriation  for  the  object 
;emplatea  by  the  bill. 

or  my  general  views  upon  this  subiect  I  be^  leave  to  refer  you  to 
annual  report  to  Congress^  and  other  communications,  respecting 
erection  ox  public  edifices  of  this  description.  The  bill  is  here- 
1  returned. 

Very  respectftdly,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury^ 
1.  John  Cochrane, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Commerce^  dc. 


85th  Congress,  )     HOUSE  OF  BEPRESENTATIVES.    (   Report 
ht  Session.     J  \  No.  257. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE,  &c.,  AT  ROCHESTER,  NEW  YORK. 


Apeil  15, 1858w— Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Kr.  John  Cochrane,  from  the  Committee  on  Commeroe,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Commerce j  to  whom  was  rrferred  the  resolution  r^ 
quiring  them  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  constructing  or  providing 
a  suitable  huHdingfor  the  use  of  a  custom-house^  United  States  courts 
room  and  post  office^  in  the  dty  of  Rochester^  New  York,  through  their 
Airman,  John  Cochrane,  report : 

That  they  have  made  such  inquiries,  and  acting  upon  the  informa- 
tion in  answer  thereto  contained  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  hereunto  annexed,  and  they  have  therefore  instructed  him 
to  report  against  the  propriety  of  constructing  or  providing  such 
Imilding. 

Trbasurt  Department, 
February  12,  1858. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
this  date,  enclosing  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  custom- 
house, court-house,  and  post  o£Sce,  in  Trenton,  in  the  State  of  New- 
Jersey,  and  a  resolution  directing  the  Committee  on  Commerce  to  in- 
Squire  into  the  propriety  of  constructing  or  procuring  a  suitable  building 
or  the  use  of  a  custom-house,  United  States  court-room  and  post 
oflSoe  in  the  city  of  Rochester,  New  York,  and  requesting  any  infor- 
mation that  the  department  may  have  in  its  possession,  with  its  views 
▼ith  respect  to  the  same. 

In  reply  I  have  to  say,  that  Trenton  is  neither  a  port  of  entry  nor 
delivery,  and  that  there  are  no  facts  before  the  department  which 
would  justify  its  recommending  it  as  a  port  of  entry,  and  therefore  no 
costom-nouse  is  needed. 

With  respect  to  Rochester,  though  it  is  the  port  of  entry  for  the 
diBtrict  of  Genesee,  yet  the  department  does  not  perceive  any  necessity 
for  the  construction  of  a  custom-house  at  that  port,  and  cannot  there- 
fere  recommend  the  same.  In  the  matter  of  the  construction  of  a 
ooort-house  and  post  office,  this  department  can  give  no  opinion,  such 
■ubjects  belonging  to  the  Interior  and  Post  Omce  Departments,  r^ 
•pectively. 


2  CUSTOM-HOUSE,  ETO.,  AT  BOCHESTEB. 

In  view  of  the  number  of  applications  to  Congress  for  erecting  cofl- 
tom-houses,  post  o£Sces  and  other  public  buildings,  I  would  respect- 
fully call  your  attention  to  the  recommendations  of  my  annual  report 
on  the  subject.  Every  day's  experience  impresses  more  strongly  upon 
my  mind  the  absolute  necessity  of  adopting  some  system  in  relation 
to  public  buildings  which  will  protect  the  government  from  improvi- 
dent expenditures  in  this  branch  of  business^  as  well  as  secure  equality 
and  justice  to  different  localities.  Custom-houses,  post  offices,  and 
court-houses,  if  built  at  all  by  the  government,  should  be  first  erected 
at  those  points  where  the  largest  amount  of  business  is  transacted, 
and  the  system  conducted  upon  this  principle  could  be  extended  to 
other  points  as  far  as  the  means  of  the  government  would  authorize 
and  justify. 

In  the  present  condition  of  the  finances  of  the  government^  I  feel  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  urge  upon  Congress  the  propriety  of  refusing  all  ap- 
plications of  this  character  which  are  not  absolutely  demanded  by  tne 
necessities  of  the  public  service,  and  as  I  am  not  aware  of  any  such 
cases,  I  would  suggest  for  your  consideration  that  the  present  is  an 
inauspicious  moment  for  the  inauguration  of  a  system  of  public  ex- 
penditure, which  would  for  a  series  of  years  constitute  a  heavy  draft 
upon  the  Treasury.  In  my  annual  report  I  expressed  my  opposition 
to  the  recent  policy  of  erecting  public  Duildings,  and  I  desire  now  to 
add  the  additional  consideration  growing  out  of  our  financial  embar- 
rassments as  a  conclusive^  reason  for  not  &voring  such  a  policy  at  this 
time. 

These  views  are  presented  in  this  letter,  not  on  account  of  their  pe- 
culiar application  to  these  particular  cases,  but  for  the  purpose  of  call- 
ing your  attention  to  the  subject  generally. 

The  bill  and  resolution  are  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 

SecreUxry  of  the  TreoBuary. 

Hon.  John  CocHRAira^ 
Chairman  Committee  on  CommeroSj 

House  of  Bqpreeentativee. 


35iH  CoNQMBB,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
Itt  Session.     <  )  No.  268. 


MARINE  HOSPITALS,  CUSTOM-HOnSES,  AND  OTHER  PUB- 
LIC BUILDINGS. 


ArBn.  15, 18581— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


lir.  John  Cochkaitb,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

l%e  CommiUee  an  Commerce^  to  whom  were  re/erred  the  biU  to  provide 
for  tJiecoMtruction  (^  a  marine  hospital  at  the  city  of  St.  Joseph^  in 
the  Staie  of  Missouri — 

Also  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  marine  hospital  at 
Plattsbnrg,  in  the  State  of  New  York  ; 

Also  a  bill  for  the  erection  of  a  marine  hospital  at  Apalachicola, 
Florida ; 

Also  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  custom-house  at  Point 
Isabel 9  Texas; 

Also  joint  resolution  of  the  legislature  of  Iowa,  for  an  appropria- 
tion to  build  a  marine  hospital^  post  o£fice,  and  custom-house  at  Mus- 
eatine; 

Also  joint  resolution  praying  an  appropriation  to  build  custom- 
house, court-house,  and  post  office  in  the  city  of  Burlington,  Iowa ; 

Also  a  bill  for  making  an  appropriation  to  erect  a  building  suitable 
for  a  custom-house,  court-house,  and  post  office  at  Peoria,  Illinois, 

Thiough  their  chairman,  John  Cochraue,  report  adversely  to  the  same, 
respectively,  and  for  the  reasons  furnished  by  the  following  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  tabular  statement  accompany- 
ing the  same,  received  in  answer  to  inquiry  made. 

Treasury  Department, 

March  19, 1858. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  17th 
infltant,  asking  for  information,  and  for  my  opinion  of  a  bill  for  the 
erection  of  a  building  suitable  for  a  court-house,  post  office  and,  custom- 
kouse  at  the  city  of  Peoria,  Illinois ;  also  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
Senate  and  legislature  of  Iowa,  asking  an  appropriation  for  a  cus- 
tom-house, court-house,  and  post  office,  in  the  city  of  Burlington, 
Iowa ;  also  a  similar  resolution,  of  the  same  legislature,  for  a  marine 
koepital,  post  office  and  custom-house,  at  Muscatine,  Iowa ;  also  a 
^  for  the  erection  of  a  marine  hospital  at  Apalachicola,  Florida ;  also 
&\nU  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  custom-house  at  Point  Isabel,  in 
&o  collection  district  of  Brasos  Santiago,  in  the  State  of  Texas.;  also 
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a  bill  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  marine  hospital  at  the  city 
of  St.  Joseph,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  and  a  bill  for  the  construction 
of  a  marine  hospital  at  Plattsburg,  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

In  respect  to  the  custom-houses  referred  to,  the  department  does 
not  deem  it  expedient  to  recommend  their  constrntion,  the  business  at 
the  ports  being  small,  and  the  accommodations  provided  ample  lor  its 
efficient  prosecution.  Muscatine  being  neither  a  port  of  entry  nor  of 
delivery,  of  course  does  not  require  a  custom-house. 

In  reference  more  particularly  to  the  bill  for  the  construction  of  a 
custom-house  at  Point  Isabel,  in  the  district  of  Brazos  de  Santiago,  1 
would  say  that  the  department  has  under  consideration  the  propriety 
of  recommending  a  change  of  the  port  of  entry  of  that  district  from 
Point  Isabel  to  Brownsville. 

With  regard  to  the  marine  hospitals  proposed^  the  department  is  of 
the  opinion  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  their  erection,  the  necessary 
acommodations  for  sick  seamen,  &c.,  and  their  treatment,  if  needed  at 
the  places  mentioned,  being  amply  provided  for  by  law  and  regula- 
tions, through  the  medium  of  private  boarding  houses,  and  the  attend- 
ance of  a  capable  physician  and  capable  nurses  in  the  locality  ;  besides 
the  expenses  per  day,  necessary  to  maintain  a  staff  of  physician, 
nurses,  &c.,  added  to  the  expense  per  day  for  each  patient,  far  exceed 
the  expenses  of  a  similar  character  per  day  in  ports  where  there  are 
private  acommodations  provided,  even  where  the  number  of  patients  is 
equal. 

The  subject  of  the  erection  of  court-houses,  and  post  offices,  belongs 
respectively  to  the  Interior  and  Post  Office  Departments. 
The  bills  and  resolutions  are  herewith  returned. 
I  have  taken  the  liberty,  in  connexion  with  this  subject,  to  enclose 
to  you  for  the  use  of  the  Committee  on  CSommerce  of  the  House,  a 
statement,  showing  the  places  where  custom-houses,  court-houses,  and 
post  offices  have  been  finished  since  1850,  the  revenue  collected  at  each, 
and  cost  of  collection  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  with  total  cost  of  build- 
ings ;  a  statement  showing  the  places  where  custom-houses,  court- 
houses, and  post  offices,  are  now  constructing,  the  revenue  collected  at 
each,  and  cost  of  collection  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  &c.j  &c.,  with 
the  amounts  appropriated  ;  a  statement  showing  the  places  where  cus- 
tom-houses, court-houses,  and  post  offices  have  been  authorized,  but  not 
commenced,  the  revenue  collected  at  each,  and  cost  of  collection  foi 
the  last  fiscal  year,  &c.,  &c.,  with  the  amount  appropriated  ;  and  i 
statement  shewing  the  places  where  custom-houses,  court-houses,  and 
TK)st  offices  have  been  asked  for  but  not  authorized,  the  revenue  col 
lected  at  each,  and  cost  of  collection  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  with  th( 
estimated  cost  of  buildings.     The  facts  developed  by  these  statements 
will  facilitate  the  committee  in  arriving  at  a  proper  donclusion,  as  t< 
the  advantages  to  the  government  hi  continuing  the  system  of  build 
ing  custom-houses  at  places  yielding  little  or  no  revenue. 
I  am,  vefy  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
Hon.  John  Cochrane, 

Chairman  Committee  of  Commerce, 

House  of  Bepresentatives. 
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35iH  OoKOBBBS,  )    HOUSE  OF  BEPBESENTATIYES.    (  Report 
Itt  Seaaim.     \  )  No.  259. 


SITE   FOR  CUSTOM-HOUSE,  POST   OFFICE  AND   COURT- 
HOUSE, TRENTON. 


Apml  is,  1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  John  CoGHRAirE,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  made  tlie 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Commerce^  to  whom  was  referred  the  Home  lUl  No. 
291  for  making  an  appropriation  for  the  purchase  of  a  site  fcyr  a 
custom-housey  post  ojihe  and  oourt-house^  at  Trenton,  New  Jersey, 
ihrough  their  chairman,  John  Cochrane,  respectfvUy  report: 

That  they  ha^e  had  the  same  under  consideration  so  far  as  the  sub- 
ject matter  thereof  appertains  to  their  field  of  inquiry,  and  acting 
upon  the  information  derived  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  a 
eopy  of  whose  letter  is  hereunto  annexed,  they  have  instructed  their 
laid  chairman  to  report  adversely  to  that  portion  thereof  making  an 

3)propriation  for  the  purchase  of  a  site  for  a  custom-house  at  Trenton, 
ew  Jersey.  As  to  the  remainder  they  have  instructed  their  said 
ehairman  to  report  the  same  back  and  to  ask  to  be  discharged  from 
the  further  consideration  thereof. 


Tbbasubt  Dbpabtmbnt, 

February  12,  1858. 

Sot:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
this  date,  enclosing  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  custom- 
house, court-house  and  post  office,  in  Trenton,  in  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  and  a  resolution  directing  the  Committee  on  C!ommerce  to 
iii(|uire  into  the  propriety  of  constructing  or  providing  a  suitable 
\mildiiig  for  the  use  of  a  custom-house,  United  States  court-room  and 
post  office,  in  the  city  of  Bochester,  New  York,  and  requesting  any 
U|formation  that  the  department  may  have  in  its  possession,  with  its 
^ewg  with  respect  to  the  same. 
In  reply  I  have  to  say  that  Trenton  is  neither  a  port  of  entry  nor 
leliYery,  and  that  there  are  no  facts  before  the  department  which 
»ould  justify  its  recommending  it  as  a  port  of  entry,  and  therefore 
^0  costom-house  is  needed. 
With  respect  to  Bochester,  though  it  is  the  port  of  entry  for  the 
I    iiitrict  of  Grenesee,  yet  the  department  does  not  perceive  any  necessity 
I 
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for  the  oonstraction  of  a  caatom-lioase  at  that  port,  and  cannot,  there' 
fore,  recommend  the  same. 

In  the  matter  of  the  construction  of  a  court-house  and  post  office, 
this  department  can  give  no  opinion,  such  subjects  belonging  to  the 
Interior  and  Post  Office  Departments,  respectiyelj. 

In  Tiew  of  the  number  of  applications  to  Congress  for  erecting 
custom-houses,  post  offices  and  other  public  buildines,  I  would  respect- 
fully call  your  attention  to  the  recommendations  of  my  annual  report 
on  the  subject.  Every  day's  experience  impresses  more  strongly  upon 
my  mind  the  absolute  necessity  of  adopting  some  system  in  relation 
to  public  buildings  which  will  protect  the  government  from  improvi- 
dent  expenditures  in  this  branch  of  business,  as  well  as  secure  equality 
and  justice  to  different  localities.  Custom-houses,  post  offices  and 
eoort-houses,  if  built  at  all  by  the  government,  should  be  first  erected 
at  those  points  where  the  largest  amount  of  business  is  transacted, 
and  the  system  conducted  upon  this  principle  could  be  extended  to 
other  points  as  far  as  the  means  of  the  government  would  authorize 
and  justify. 

In  the  present  condition  of  the  finances  of  the  government,  I  feel 
it  to  be  my  duty  to  urge  upon  Congress  the  propriety  of  refusing  sll 
applications  of  this  character  which  are  not  absolutely  demand^  hj 
the  necessities  of  the  public  service,  and  as  I  am  not  aware  of  ftnj 
such  cases,  I  would  suggest  for  your  consideration  that  the  present  is 
an  inauspicious  moment  for  the  inauguration  of  a  system  of  public 
expenditure,  which  would  for  a  series  of  years  constitue  a  heavy  draft 
upon  the  treasury.  In  my  annual  report  I  expressed  my  opposition 
to  the  recent  policy  of  erecting  public  buildings,  and  I  desire  now  to 
add  the  additional  consideration  growing  out  of  our  financial  emba^ 
rassments  as  a  conclusive  reason  for  not  forming  such  a  policy  at  thii 
time. 

These  views  are  presented  in  this  letter,  not  on  account  of  theii 
peculiar  application  to  these  particular  cases,  but  for  the  purpose  o 
calling  your  attention  to  the  subject  generally. 

The  bill  and  resolution  are  herewitn  returned. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
8eor€tary  of  the  I^re(Uurp. 

Hon.  John  Cochrane, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Commerce^ 

Home  of  Bq^resmtaUvea. 
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GRAY'S  HARBOR,  WASHINGTON  TERRITORY. 


Apmn.  16,  1868. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


John  Cochrane,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Committee  on  Commerce^  to  whom  wcta  referred  the  petition  of  dti- 
w  of  Washington  Territory^  praying  that  Chray'a  harbor  be  surveyed 
f  government  J  and  that  buoys  be  placed  to  indicate  the  channel.^  and 
at  Cray's  harbor  be  made  a  port  of  entry j  through  its  chairman^ 
ihn  Cochrane  J  respectfully  report: 

hat  they  have  had  the  same  under  consideration ,  and  upon  inquiry 
le  Treasury  Department,  have  received  the  letter  hereto  annexed, 
thereupon  report  adversely  to  such  petition. 

Treasury  Dbpartbient, 

February  10,  1858. 
R :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
)th  instant,  enclosing  a  petition  from  citizens  of  Washington  Ter- 
y,  asking,  among  other  things,  that  Gray's  harbor,  in  said  Ter- 
y,  may  be  made  a  port  of  entry,  and  in  reply  to  your  inquiries, 
ate  that  the  department  has  no  information  on  the  subject  in 
Msession,  and  cannot,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  port  of  entry 
lestion  should  be  established. 

le  petition  received  with  your  letter  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
>n«  John  Cochrane, 

House  of  Btpresentatives. 


1 


I  CoKORBSs,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
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LANDS  FOR  AGRICULTURAL  COLLEGES,  &c. 

[To  acoomptDj  Bill  H.  B.  No.  2.] 


April  15,  1868. 


Cobb,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

CcmmiUee  on  PubUc  Landsy  to  whom  was  referred  a  bUl  (No.  2) 
Jnng  a  grant  of  land  to  the  several  States  and  Territories  of  the 
iioHj/or  the  henejit  of  agricultural  and  the  mechanic  artSy  beg  leave 
make  the  following  report : 

at  they  unite  with  the  friends  of  the  bill  in  an  appreciation  of 
lerits  of  the  object  to  which  the  proposed  grant  is  intended  to  be 
ed ;  and  if  those  merits  could  alone  determine  the  conclusions  of 
)mmittee,  they  would  most  cordially  recommend  the  passage  of 
lill.  In  the  judgment  of  your  committee,  however,  there  are 
considerations  which  demand  attention  before  they  can  come  to 
inclusion.  The  general  government  is  one  of  limited  powers,  i 
8  formation  the  respective  States,  as  separate  but  independent 
Lunities,  were  amply  empowered  to  regulate  and  provide  for  all 
irs  within  their  limits ;  but  a  sense  of  weakness,  as  against 
;n  powers,  impelled  them  to  a  confederation  and  the  formation  of 
ernment  competent  to  the  general  protection.  To  this  end  and 
[lis  purpose  special  powers  were  conferred  upon  it.  But  while 
tates  conceded  the  authority  which  was  deemed  necessary  to  the 
for  which  it  was  formed,  they  each  retained,  within  themselves, 
le  powers  necessary  to  the  independent  management  and  control 
atters  not  involving  the  interests  of  the  citizens  of  the  other 
§.  Competent  as  they  were  to  all  domestic  matters,  they  only 
it  to  establish  a  government  which  should  provide  for  the  inter- 
)f  the  confederation  in  its  aggregate  capacity ;  and,  jealous  of 
separate  independence,  the  States  reserved  to  themselves,  re- 
ively,  all  power  not  necessary  to  the  general  government  for  the 
br  which  it  was  formed.  This  limitation  of  power  in  the  hands 
3  federal  government,  except  so  far  as  specifically  granted,  denies 
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to  it  all  authority  to  act  in  relation  to  the  domestic  affairs  of  the 
several  States,  and  has  established  the  only  solid  foundation  for  the 
perpetuation  of  the  federal  ITDion.     Under  this  principle  its  limits 
may  forever  be  extended,  and  its  safety  preserved.     Various,  and 
even  conflicting,  habits,  customs,  and  local  interests  in  the  different 
States,  will  be  protected  by  their  legislatures,  and  are  in  no  danger 
of  being  overriden  by  the  federal  government;   and  if  each  keeps 
within  its  appropriate  sphere,  the  prosperity  of  the  States  will  oe 
secured,  and  tne  interests  of  the  Union  will  be  enlarged.     Such  is  the 
symmetry  of  our  government,  its  very  existence  aepends  upon  its 
severe  adherence  to  the  limitation  of  its  duties.     Within  that  it  has 
no  power  but  to  bless  ;  beyond  it,  it  has  no  power  but  to  ruin.    This 
limitation  is  the  anchor  of  our  safety ;   when  it  fails,  it  will  involve 
the  ruin  of  the  republic.     If  the  general  government  possessed  the 
power  to  make  grants  for  local  purposes,  without  a  consideration, 
within  the  States,  its  action,  in  that  respect,  would  have  no  limita- 
tion but  such  as  policy  or   necessity  might  impose.     Every  meri- 
torious object  would  have  a  right  to  demand  it,  and  to  such  a 
refusal  could  only  be  justified  by  inability.     Every  local  object  for 
which  local  provision  is  now  made,  would  press  for  support  npon 
the  general  government,  and  would  create  demands  upon  it  beyond 
its  power  to  meet,  and  of  necessity  it  would  be  driven  into  the  policy 
which  would  increase  its  means.     As  its  expenditures  are  increased 
the  revenue  must  be  enlarged^  and  the  general  government,  by  the 
adoption  of  the  policy,  would  levy  taxes  upon  the  people  of  the 
Union  for  the  support  of  the  local  interests  of  the  States.     If  their 
expenditures  should  be  unequally  apportioned^  the  injustice  of  tax- 
ing a  part  for  the  benefit  of  others  would  soon  cause  the  system 
to  be  overthrown.      If  they  were  equally  distributed,  it  would  be 
but  an  usurpation  of  the  function  of  the  States,  unsustained  even 
by  the  plea  of  economy.      The  patronage  would  be  fatal  to  the 
independence  of  the  States ;  with  patronage  comes  the  power  to  con- 
trol, as  consequence  follows  upon  cause.     If  the  policy  is  embarked 
in,  what  shall  be  its  limits?    Shall  the  merit  of  the  object  and  the 
ability  of  the  government  be  the  boundaries  of  its  action  ?     To  feed 
the  hungry  and  clothe  the  naked,  if  within  its  competency,  would,  in 
a  moral  point  of  view,  be  quite  as  meritorious  as  any  other  act  which 
the  government  could  perform ;  but,  if  the  Constitution  had  granted 
power  for  such  a  purpose,  would  it  be  politic  for  Congress  to  make 

{provision  ior  the  suffering  poor  throughout  the  Union.  If  either 
ands  or  money  could  be  granted  for  the  purpose  designated  in  this 
bill,  could  they  not,  and  ought  they  not,  to  be  granted  to  the  building 
of  churches,  erecting  school-houses  and  the  keeping  up  the  common 
schools  in  States  and  Territories.  If  to  one  meritorious  object,  why 
not  to  another  ?  Or  shall  the  action  of  Congress  in  this  regard  be 
extended  to  every  useful  public  and  private  purpose  within  the  States? 
If  not,  where  shall  the  line  be  drawn  ?  If  the  principle  be  admitted, 
what  shall  limit  its  application  ?  Your  committee  have  failed  to  per- 
ceive how  they  could  be  justified  in  recommending  a  grant  from  the 
general  government  in  support  of  agricultural  schools,  and  in  refusing 
one  for  any  other  object  equally  meritorious.    The  means  of  the  general 
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fOFernment  are  taken  from  the  people ;  if  you  take  from  it  the  public 
ladsy  you  give  it  money  in  the  stead ;  if  you  destroy  its  revenue 
om  that  source,  you  must  increase  it  in  some  other.  No  jpore  ex- 
msive  mode  could  be  devised  to  support  local  institutions  than  to 
ake  the  federal  government  the  agent  to  raise  and  distribute  the 
eans.  With  the  States  lies  the  power  necessary  to  their  man- 
cement  and  control.  With  the  States  lies  the  power  to  secure 
le  economical  administration  of  the  funds,  and  to  determine  the 
nount  which  prudence  will  allow  to  be  expended  in  their  support ;  and 

these  institutions  are  supported  by  means  raised  by  the  authority  of 
le  States,  no  injustice  can  be  inflicted  upon  the  people  of  the  other 
bates.  State  provision,  as  between  the  States,  would  be  just  from 
ecessity,  and  from  interest  it  would  be  economical.  The  appropria- 
on  asked  for  is  in  lands,  but  your  committee  can  discover,  in  this  re- 
urd,  no  difference  between  an  appropriation  in  lands  or  one  in  money; 
le  effect  is  precisely  the  same  in  hoth  cases.  If  the  revenue  from  the 
ablic  lands  is  destroyed,  the  deficiency  must  be  met  by  taxes  on  the 
eople. 

The  public  domain  belongs  to  all  the  people  of  the  United  States  ; 
Heir  interest  in  it  is  common,  and  the  government  is  but  the  trustee 
^r  the  common  benefit,  limited  in  its  actions  over  it  to  those  powers 
Dnferred  by  the  Constitution.  It  is  a  part  of  the  public  funds,  and 
ftn  be  devoted  to  no  purpose  forbidden  to  the  money  of  the  federal 
overnment.  If  Congress  impairs  its  value  it  must  receive  a  compen- 
ation,  or  it  will  be  faithless  to  its  trust.  The  public  good  forbids  the 
overnment  from  extorting  from  the  purchaser's  necessities  an  exorbi- 
int  price  for  the  public  lands ;  but  while  the  public  welfare  limits  it 
>  a  reasonable  action  in  this  respect,  the  public  rights  demand  that 
3me  compensation  should  be  exacted,  and  such  a  reasonable  revenue 
e  secured  from  the  public  domain  as,  without  being  oppressive  upon 
be  purchasers,  should  be  equitable  toward  those  who  do  not  obtain 
he  enjoyment  of  the  soil.  Such  are  the  principles,  the  recognition  of 
rhich  justice  imperatively  demands.  As  a  landholder,  the  govern- 
dent  may  legitimately  bear  a  share  of  the  burdens  imposed,  to  create 
n  improvement  which  will  enhance  the  value  of  its  domain,  and  may 
ontribute  to  that  end ;  yet  its  aid  must  be  limited  within  the  extent 
rhich  does  not  require  taxation  to  effect  it.  It  may,  as  a  matter  of 
K)wer  or  right,  contribute  portions  of  the  public  lands  to  improve  the 
^aloe  of  the  remainder ;  but  even  in  this  sound  policy  and  its  duties 
owards  the  general  welfare  will  limit  it  to  a  healthy  and  reasonable 
ixtent.  Seasonable  donation  towards  improvements  which  cause  an 
Dcreased  value  in  the  adjacent  lands  are  consonant  with  a  wise  and 
ast  administration  of  the  public  domain.  Such  donations  increase, 
ind  not  impair,  the  value  of  the  trust ;  but  a  gift  which  reduces  the 
ulae  of  the  public  lands  is  in  violation  of  the  beneficiaries'  rights, 
rhe  donations  of  section  sixteen  for  the  support  of  the  township 
chools  was  an  inducement  to  purchasers^  and  enhanced  the  value  of 
he  adjacent  lands,  the  sale  of  which  indemnified  the  government  for 
he  donation  which  it  made.  So  to  the  donation  of  the  salines.  The 
icilities  for  obtaining  salt  were  among  the  first  objects  of  the  early 
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settlers  upon  the  public  lands,  and  the  donation  of  the  salt  springs 
and  adjacent  lands,  to  cause  their  being  worked,  was  a  powerful  indnce- 
ment  to  ^e  pioneers  of  the  west.  The  grants  to  the  new  States,  upon 
their  admission  into  the  Union,  were  upon  conditions  which  more 
than  indemnified  the  gorernment. 

The  swamp-land  grant  was  justified,  because  it  was  to  remoTe  a 
nuisance  which  injured  the  public  and  the  government,  as  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  adjacent  lands ;  while  the  grants  for  internal  improve- 
ments brought  a  direct  pecuniary  profit  to  the  treasury.     Your  com- 
mittee are  aware  that  a  few  instances  can  be  found  where  the  action 
of  Congress  has  not  been  limited  to  the  principles  which  we  avow,  but 
in  our  judgment  these  instances  warn  us  against  them  as  precedent  of 
wrong.     In  extreme  cases  the  laws  are  silent,  but  the  cases  form  no 
rule.    In  ordinary  cases,  when  the  precedent  is  wronff,  it  should  be 
condemned.    It  is  always  an  ungrateful  task  to  refuse,  but  when  duty 
demands  it,  our  committee  feels  that  it  dare  not  disobey.    Our  sympa- 
thies impel  us  to  extend  a  generous  support  towards  some  of  the  objects 
for  which  donations  of  the  public  lands  are  asked.     If  our  feelings 
oould  control,  we  should  most  cordially  do  all  that  their  friends  conld 
desire ;  but  we  live  under  a  government  of  laws,  and  the  merit  of  tbe 
object  cannot  justify  the  appropriation  of  means  not  our  own.    Want 
fleldom  inquires  into  the  right  of  plenty  to  give — its  own  necessities 
Are  its  highest  law.     The  ability  of  the  general  government  naturally 
<2auses  applications  to  it  for  assistance ;  and  without  inquiring  into 
its  right  to  comply  with  their  demands,  the  needy  press  upon  the 
government  for  support.     To  support  local  institutions  does  not  come 
within  the  scope  for  which  the  general  government  was  formed  ;  and 
if  it  possessed  the  power,  your  committee  can  imagine  no  policy  more 
unwise.     The  public  domain  is  a  source  of  revenue.     In  time  of  war 
it  is  one  of  the  most  effective  means  upon  which  the  country  can  rely; 
it  will  secure  enlistments  when  money  fails  ;  and,  in  oar  opinion,  we 
should  indeed  be  careful  before  we  destroy  this  important  aid.    The 
public  lands  are  watched  with  a  longing  eye.     Your  committee  have 
now  before  them,  exclusive  of  the  cases  where  there  is  a  promise  of 
compensation,  applications  for  grant  of  land,  money,  and  other  ob- 
jects, the  most  of  which,  if  not  all,  we  feel  bound  to  reject.     Our  land 
system  has  been  well  and  happily  devised ;  under  it,  injustice  has 
been  done  to  but  few,  but  most  have  prospered.     It  has  furnished  a 
moderate  revenue  without  preventing  the  settlement  and  improvepaent 
of  the  domain.     New  States  have  sprung  upon  it,  whose  prosperity  is 
the  admiration  of  the  world.     Industry  has  the  price  or  the  public 
lands  within  its  reach,  and  the  policy  which  made  it  has  caused  the 
wilderness  not  only  to  bud  and  blossom,  but  to  bring  forth  fruit.   The 
new  States  have  been  encouraged ;  the  old  States  have  had  their 
interests  secured ;  the  spirit  of  our  government  has  been  obeyed  and 
its  duties  kept  within  the  limits  of  the  law.     Shall  all  this  be  disre- 
garded and  the  system  overthrown ?     For  what?    If  the  pptyers  of 
the  petitioners  were  granted,  the  prodigious  quantities  of  land  which 
would  be  thrown  upon  the  market  by  competing  venders  would  de- 
prive it  of  marketable  value.     The  very  gratification  of  their  wishes 
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would  destroy  the  objects  they  have  in  view.  To  make  the  grants 
would  be  to  render  them  of  but  little  avail.  Tour  committee  conclude 
that  Congress,  without  a  promise  of  pecuniary  compensation,  has  no 
power  to  grant  portions  of  the  public  domain  ;  and  if  it  had,  no  policy 
could  be  more  unwise  than  to  grant  it  for  the  support  of  local  institu- 
tions within  the  States.  They  therefore  ask  leave  to  report  adversely 
to  the  indicated  bill. 
All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

W.  R.  W.  COBB, 
Chairman  of  Committee  on  Pvhlic  Lands, 
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MINORITY    REPORT. 


The  undersigned^  minority  of  the  Committee  on  PMic  Land&y  to  whm 
was  re/erred  House  BiU  No.  2,  being  a  biU  donating  public  lands  to 
the  several  States  and  Territories,  which  may  provide  colleges  for  the 
benefit  of  agrictdiure  and  the  mechanical  artSy  and  also  to  whom  iota 
referred  the  memorial  of  the  State  board  of  agriculture  of  the  State  cf 
Indiana^  asking  a  grant  of  land  in  aid  of  agricultural  colleges  of  ik 
several  States y  with  sundry  other  memorials  and  petitions  on  the  same 
subject  J  dissenting  from  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  committee, 
respectfully  submits  the  following  report : 

Statesmen  and  sages  of  all  countries,  and  of  all  times,  have  con- 
stantly proclaimed  the  great  truth  that  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  is 
the  source  and  the  products  of  agricultural  industry,  the  foundatioa 
stone  of  all  national  prosperity  ;  that  the  earth  is  the  very  storehouse 
from  which  is  drawn  the  prosperity,  wealth,  and  even  the  existence 
of  every  nation. 

If  this  great  storehouse  of  nature  should  be  closed,  and  the  earth 
refuse  to  yield  her  fruits  for  one  brief  year,  all  animal  life  must  perish 
and  become  extinct ;  and  how  often  do  we  have  occasion  to  deplore 
the  effects  of  even  a  partial  failure  in  agricultural  products,  and  that 
confined  to  a  limited  extent  of  country  ?  It  is,  perhaps,  more  es- 
pecially true  of  our  own  country  than  of  any  other,  that  agricultural 
industry  and  enterprise  is  the  source  and  mainspring  of  national  pros- 

Serity,  and  that  when  that  interest  languishes,  all  others  feel  the 
eleterious  effects. 

These  truths  being  universally  acknowledged,  and  as  the  under- 
signed believes  self-evident,  it  would  seem  that  this  great  interest,  on 
which  so  much  depends,  should  receive  the  fostering  care  and  atten- 
tion of  all  governments,  and  especially  of  our  own,  based  as  it  is  upon 
the  principle  that  ^^  governments  are  instituted  for  the  benefit  of  the 
governed." 

The  increased  and  constantly  increasing  benefits  resulting  from  the 
intelligent  application  of  science  to  art  in  the  dissemination  of  know- 
ledge by  means  of  the  printing  press,  in  the  increased  facilities  and 
speed  of  travelling  since  the  application  of  steam  as  a  propelling 
power,  and  in  the  lightning  speed  with  which  we  hold  communication 
with  our  friends  through  the  telegraph,  all  tend  to  demand  of  this 
age  more  attention  and  encouragement  to  this  great  interest,  this  very 
musing  mother  of  all  other  interests  and  pursuits. 

About  one-half  of  the  entire  free  male  population  of  the  United 
States  over  fifteen  jpears  of  age,  according  to  the  census  of  1850,  are 
directly  engaged  in  the  cultivation  of  the  earth,  and  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  balance  are  indirectly  so  employed  ;  yet  this  large  part  of 
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«nr  population  are  notorioasly  less  instructed  in  those  branches  of 
^ientific  knowledge  directly  connected  with  the  proper  and  economi- 
<»I  management  of  their  own  pursuits  than  any  other  class  of  citizens 
in  their  peculiar  occupations. 

The  undersigned  is  unwilling  to  believe  that  the  cultivators  of  the 
^ii  are  as  a  class,  naturally  less  intelligent  or  less  able  with  the  same 
facilities  to  acquire  knowledge  than  others,  and  of  necessity  must 
attribute  their  lack  of  scientific  and  practical  information  to  the  want 
of  the  opportunity  of  obtaining  it. 

The  establishment  of  schools  and  colleges  for  the  instruction  of 
youth  in  scientific  and  practical  agriculture,  although  of  comparatively 
recent  origin,  and  as  yet  but  little  more  than  commenced  in  this 
eonntry,  is  not  an  experiment.  Such  schools  and  other  institutions 
of  a  high  grade  have  been  established  by  most  of  the  European  gov- 
ernments, and  their  utility  and  importance  fully  vindicated. 

In  Bussia  the  subject  of  agricultural  education  is  committed  to  the 
charge  of  the  minister  of  public  domains,  who  through  his  subordi- 
nate officers  has  the  supervision  of  the  whole  matter.  Eight  colleges 
of  a  high  order  are  established  in  the  empire,  possessing  28,220  acres 
of  land,  an  endowment  of  $37,000  each,  and  an  annual  support  from 
the  government  of  $11,250  each.  In  1849,  they  contained  an  aggre- 
gate of  706  students ;  more  than  fifty  minor  schools  and  model  rarms 
are  established  in  various  parts  of  European  Bussia.  In  addition  to 
these,  are  various  special  schools  for  instruction  in  some  special  branch 
of  agriculture,  as  flax  culture,  &c.,  &c. 

The  government  encourages  by  liberal  appropriations  of  the  public 
funds  the  Imperial  Independent  Society  of  Bural  Economy,  which  is 
charged  with  the  duty  of  publishing  reports,  periodicals,  and  other 
works  on  agricultural  subjects.  This  society  sJso  sends  agents  over 
the  empire  and  abroad  in  search  of  scientific  and  practical  informa- 
tion, to  be  again  disseminated  by  the  society  through  its  publications.  ^ 

In  Prussia,  agricultural  education  is  perhaps  most  thoroughly  incor- 
porated with  their  public  administration. 

Prussia  has  five  agricultural  colleges  of  a  high  order,  twenty-eight 
elementary  colleges  of  a  lower  grade,  and  fifty-seven  special  schools 
for  instruction  in  particular  branches  of  culture.  There  are  seventy- 
two  model  and  experimental  farms  in  the  kingdom.  In  these  schools 
and  colleges  are  taught  the  various  systems  of  husbandry,  farm  man- 
agement, book-keeping,  cultivation  of  arable  and  grass  lands,  horti- 
cultural and  agricultural  technology,  mechanics,  natural  philosophy, 
botany,  mineralogy,  a  knowledge  of  soils,  agricultural  chemistry, 
veterinary  surgery,  breeding,  raising  and  management  of  animals,  and 
in  fact  every  branch  of  education  necessary  to  the  intelligent  agri- 
<»i]turist. 

These  efforts,  made  by  the  governments  of  Bussia  and  Prussia,  in 
behalf  of  agricultural  education,  are  claimed  by  those  governments, 
and  admitted  by  all  who  have  witnessed  their  operations,  to  be  a  great 
Bucoess. 

In  France,  in  1848,  agriculture  was  embraced  as  a^  system  by  a 
general  law  comprehending  the  whole  empire.  Provision  was  made 
by  that  law  for  the  establishment  of  agricultural  schools  in  each  of 
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the  departments.  A  higher  order  of  colleges  was  established  in  dis- 
tricts, each  containing  several  departments^  and  the  National  Agro- 
nomic Institute  was  established  at  Versailles.  The  whole  system  is 
subordinated  to  the  appropriate  ministry.  The  number  of  such  col- 
leges and  schools  in  France  now  exceeds  one  hundred,  and  the  bene- 
ficial results  of  agricultural  knowledge  obtained  at  them  is  said  to  be 
entirely  satisfactory. 

In  all,  or  nearly  all,  the  German  States,  more  or  less  encourage- 
ment is  given  by  the  governments  to  the  establishment  of  agricul- 
tural schools,  and  the  general  dissemination  of  scientific  and  practi- 
cal knowledge  among  the  people  with,  it  is  believed,  satisfactory 
results. 

Spain,  Portugal,  and  Turkey,  it  is  believed,  ignore  the  subject 
quite  as  much  as  the  government  of  the  United  States. 

Agricultural  schools  are  established  in  various  parts  of  England 
and  Scotland,  but  are  principally  supported  by  private  enterprise 
And  charges  for  tuition ;  but  in  Ireland  the  government  of  Great 
Britain  contributes  liberally  to  the  support  of  such  schools,  and  its 
effect  is  seen  in  the  increased  productions  of  the  island,  and  the  com- 
parative content  and  improved  intelligence  of  the  people. 

These  efforts,  on  the  part  of  the  governments  of  the  Old  World,  to 
improve  and  elevate  the  condition  and  intelligence  of  the  toiling  mil- 
lions, stimulated  by  the  pervading  spirit  of  the  age,  have  turned  the 
attention  of  the  people  of  our  own  country  to  the  subject  of  a  more 
comprehensive  and  perfect  system  of  agricultural  education,  and  in  8 
few  instances  the  State  legislatures,  being  nearest  to,  and  first  par- 
taking of  the  popular  impulse,  have  made  partial  provision  for  car- 
rying out  their  wishes. 

The  State  of  Michigan  has  a  constitutional  provision  requiring  her 
legislature  to  establish  an  agricultural  college,  in  obedience  to  which 
the  legislature  of  that  State,  in  1855,  made  an  appropriation  of  fifty- 
six  thousand  dollars  for  that  object,  with  which  a  tract  of  land  of 
near  seven  hundred  acres  was  purchased,  and  buildings  erected.  In 
1857  the  legislature  made  a  further  appropriation  of  forty  thousand 
dollars  for  the  uses  of  the  institution,  and  m  May  following  the  first 
class  of  students  was  received.  The  college  is  under  the  supervision 
of  the  State  board  of  education,  and  the  faculty  consists  of  a  president 
and  five  professors.  At  ])resent  there  are  one  hundred  students  in 
attendance.  The  design  of  the  institution  is  to  receive  the  student 
direct  from  the  common  schools  of  the  State,  and  give  such  a  thorough 
English  and  scientific  education  as  will  render  him  an  intelligent 
citizen,  an  accomplished  farmer,  and  qualified  to  discharge  any  duty 
his  country  may  require  at  his  hands.  Mathematics,  agriculture 
chemistry,  the  natural  sciences^  the  application  of  science  to  the  in- 
dustrial arts,  veterinary  practice,  horticulture,  and  indeed  all  such 
studies  as  are  usually  taught  in  such  institutions,  and  can  be  em- 
braced in  a  ibur  years'  course,  will  be  pursued.  Labor  is  inseperably 
associat-ed  with  study,  and  physical  is  combined  with  mental  educa- 
tion in  the  institution,  and  it  is  one  of  its  objects  to  make  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  soil  instructive,  varied,  interesting,  and  attractive,  as  well 
as  profitable. 
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The  trial  has  been  successful,  and  the  expectations  of  its  founders^ 
the  faculty^  and  students  have  been  realized  as  far  as  so  limited  a 
test  will  allow.  • 

The  Fanner's  High  School  of  Pennsylvania  was  incorporated  in 
1855.  The  design  is  similar  to  that  of  the  Agricultural  (JoUege  of 
Michigan.     It  is  located  near  Bellefonte,  Centre  county. 

Its  resources  consist  of  $5,000,  a  legacy  of  the  late  Elliot  Cresson, 
$10,000  subscribed  by  the  citizens  of  Centre  county,  $10,000  appro- 
priated by  the  State  Agricultural  Society.  The  legislature  have  ap- 
propriated $25,000  absolutely,  and  $25,000  on  condition  that  further 
subscriptions  to  an  equal  amount  shall  be  obtained.  A  building  is  in 
process  of  erection  which  will  accommodate  three  hundred  students. 
The  present  intention  of  the  trustees  is  to  open  the  institution  within 
the  current  year  with  sixty  to  seventy  students. 

The  faculty  will  consist  of  a  president,  with  four  or  live  professors. 

The  experimental  farm  consists  of  four  hundred  acres,  two  hundred 
of  which  is  the  noble  gift  of  one  of  Pennsylvania's  noble  sons — Gten. 
James  Irvin,  of  Centre  county — and  two  hundred  sold  by  him  condi- 
tionally, the  institution  being  obliged  to  pay  interest  only  upon  the 
fixed  valuation.  The  whole  farm,  except  about  fifty  acres,  is  under 
cultivation. 

The  Agricultural  College  of  the  State  of  New  York  is  located  at 
Ovid,  between  Seneca  and  Cayuga  lakes,  and  on  the  banks  of  the 
former.  The  farm  consists  of  686  acres.  Tho  resources  of  the  insti- 
tution are  $40,000,  loaned  by  the  State.  A  college  building  is  in 
nrooess  of  erection,  which  will  accommodate  350  students,  capable  of 
oeing  enlarged  to  contain  five  hundred.  The  design,  plan^  and  course 
of  study  will  be  essentially  the  same  as  those  of  the  other  institutions 
named.     It  will  be  under  the  control  of  a  board  of  trustees. 

The  People's  College  of  the  State  of  New  York  was  chartered  in 
1854^  and  is  located  at  Havana,  Schuyler  county.  It  would  seem, 
from  the  perusal  of  a  pamphlet  issued  to  the  public  from  the  institu- 
tion, that  it  is  the  intention  of  its  managers  to  give  instruction  in 
agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts,  in  connexion  with  a  regular  lit- 
erary, or  in  such  one  or  more  branches  of  knowledge,  as  the  students 
may  prefer.  Connected  with  this  institution  is  a  farm  of  two  hundred 
acres,  on  which  the  college  buildings  are  bein^  erected,  and  on  which 
it  is  contemplated  to  erect  buildings  for  carrying  on  various  mechan- 
ical operations,  in  which,  or  on  the  farm,  students  may,  in  their  dis- 
cretion, labor  a  portion  of  their  time ;  thus  acquiring  a  practical 
knowledge  of  the  particular  branch  of  businessH^hey  propose  to  follow, 
while  contributing  largely,  or  perhaps  wholly,  to  their  own  support 
and  tuition  while  acquiring  an  education.  The  institution  is  to  be 
controlled  by  a  board  of  directors,  with  a  president  and  competent 
nomber  of  proiessors. 

In  Maryland  $50,000  has  been  subscribed  by  public  spirited  indi-  ^ 
viduals  for  the  establishment  of  an  agricultural  college.    The  State 
has  appropriated  $6,000  per  annum  for  its  perpetual  support.     Pro- 
posals are  issued  for  the  purchase  of  a  suitable  farm.     The  institution 
tt  to  be  managed  by  a  board  of  trustees  chosen  by  the  stockholders.. 
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wheat  growing  region  of  the  northwest  is  now  what  New  England 
and  New  York  were,  and,  under  our  present  system,  must  soon  heoome 
what  New  York  and  New  England  are.  So  of  the  cotton  growing 
States  of  the  southwest.  They  now  supply  the  deficiencies  of  the 
cotton  fields  of  the  southern  Atlantic  States,  and  must  of  necessity, 
ere  long,  partake  of  their  present  barrenness,  if  the  present  system  of 
culture  is  persisted  in. 

Our  country,  vast  as  it  is,  has  its  limits,  and  the  time  will  come 
when  we  will  have  no  virgin  soils  to  resort  to  for  our  supplies  of  bread- 
stuffs  and  cotton. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  prominent  as  they  are,  and  patent  to  every 
one  paying  the  slightest  attention  to  the  subject,  it  would  seem  that  a 
wise  forecast  and  enlightened  statesmanship  would  endeavor  to  guard 
against  threatened  evils  in  the  future  by  a  wise  present  legislation. 
That  much  may  be  done  by  the  adoption  of  a  judicious  system  of 
measures  by  the  government  to  restore  the  fertility  of  the  old  States 
and  preserve  that  of  the  new,  the  undersigned  does  not  doubt. 

It  IS  not  my  purpose  here  to  go  into  a  labored  argument  to  show  the 
power  of  Congress  under  the  Constitution  to  make  the  grants  proposed 
in  the  bill  under  consideration^  but  as  that  question  is  raised  by  the 
majority  of  the  committee,  a  brief  statement  of  my  views  in  that 
regard  may  be  permitted. 

At  the  close  of  the  revolutionary  war,  the  whole  western  wilderness 
was  claimed  by  a  few  of  the  States,  but  as  the  war  had  been  conducted 
and  the  sovereignty  of  the  country  wrested  from  Great  Britain  by  the 
common  effort  and  at  the  common  cost  of  blood  and  treasure  of  all  the 
States,  it  was  urged  that  the  unsettled  domain  ought  to  become  the 
common  property  of  all.  This  so  evidently  just  and  proper  view  of 
the  subject  was  finally  acceded  to  by  the  claiming  States,  and  each 
State,  though  at  different  times,  ceded  to  the  United  States  all  the 
wild  lands  claimed  by  them  outside  of  certain  prescribed  State  limits. 

These  cessions  were  made,  some  of  them  before  and  some  after  the 
formation  of  the  present  Constitution,  and  it  was  stipulated  in  the 
deeds  of  cession  that  the  lands  should  be  ^'  a  common  fund  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  all  the  States." 

A  very  small  part  of  the  lands  ceded  by  the  States  now  remain  to 
the  United  States.  Very  much  the  larger  part  having  been  sold,  or 
granted  to  States,  Territories,  corporations  or  individuals  for  various 
purposes,  and  on  various  pretexts,  and  the  great  bulk  of  our  present 

fublic  domain  has  been  purchased  of  foreign  nations  and  the  various 
ndian  tribes  since  the  formation  of  the  Constitution.  It  is  not  denied 
that  these  latter  acquisitions  of  territory  were,  like  the  former,  made 
at  the  common  cost  and  by  the  common  effort,  and  are  held  '^  for  the 
use  and  benefit  of  all  the  States." 

It  is  not  believed  that  any  conditions  were  attached  to  the 
deeds  of  cession  of  any  of  the  States  to  the  United  States  that  have 
not  been  complied  with  and  carried  out  in  good  faith  by  the  govern- 
ment ;  but  if  it  were  otherwise  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  any  condition 
contained  in  a  deed  of  cession  by  any  one  State  can  have  any  effect 
upon  or  control  over  territory  purchased  of  a  foreign  nation  years 
after  the  State  cession  was  made. 
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Holding  this  domain,  then,  as  this  government  does  hold  it,  '^for 
the  use  and  benefit  of  all  the  States,"  what  disposition  shall  we  make 
of  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  States.  The  Constitution  says^  article  4, 
section  3,  ^'  The  Congress  shall  hare  power  to  dispose  of  and  make 
all  needful  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the  territory  and  other 
property  of  the  United  States."  How  dispose  of?  Sell  for  money 
cash  in  hand,  or  on  credit,  or  donate  to  actual  settlers,  or  grant,  to 
aid  in  constructing  railroads,  or  making  canals^  or  improving  rivers, 
or  bnild  school  houses  and  support  schools,  colleges,  and  universities ; 
or  shall  it  be  disposed  of  to  reward  the  old  aoldiera  for  services  ren- 
dered their  country  in  any  of  the  wars  in  which  we  have  been  en- 
gaged, or  shall  we  give  the  lands  to  the  States  for  the  purposes  of 
internal  improvements  generally. 

Which  one  or  more  of  these  purposes  (for  lands  have  been  granted 
lor  all  of  them)  is  '^  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  all  the  States  ?"  Who 
is  to  determine  ? 

It  may  benefit  all  the  States  to  make  a  grant  of  land  to  aid  in  the 
constmction  of  a  railroad  by  increasing  the  value  and  promoting  the 
sale  of  the  public  land  It  But  does  it  follow  that  all  the  States  cannot 
be  benefitted  in  any  other  way  than  by  increasing  the  cash  value  of 
their  public  lands?  If  so,  where  is  your  warrant  n)r  giving  millions  of 
acres  to  the  soldiers  who  have  heretofore  fought  your  battles  ?  You 
paid  them  for  their  services,  and  owed  them  nothing  but  gratitude. 
The  undersigned  does  not  here  question  the  policy  or  justice  of  grant- 
ing these  bounty  lands.  That  is  not  the  question  under  consideration, 
but  one  of  power  to  so  appropriate  property  which  you  hold  *'  for  the 
use  and  benefit  of  all  the  States." 

In  the  opinion  of  the  undersigned,  there  is  no  limit  to  the  uses  and  | 
purposes  to  which  the  public  domain  may  be  applied  but  the  discre-  ' 
tion  of  Congress.     If  a  proposed  grant  is  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
States,  Congress  has  full  power  to  make  it,  and  the  law-making  power 
alone  can  judge  of  that  fact. 

Believing  that  the  grant  proposed  by  the  bill  under  consideration  ' 
is  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  States,  the  undersigned  has  no  doubt  of 
the  power  to  make  it  under  the  Constitution. 

The  measure  under  consideration  is  in  no  sense  a  donation  to  the 
States.     It  will  relieve  them  from  no  taxation,  but  will  impose  new 
burdens  and  Airther  duties.     It  merely  makes  the  States  trustees  for 
certain  purposes,  which  they  may  constitutionally  and  efficiently  dis- 
charge.    The  United  States  will  not  part  with  its  title  to  any  lands 
only  upon  certain  conditions,  which  are  to  be  of  perpetual  and  binding 
force.     As  the  United  States  originally  acquired  their  title  to  much 
of  the  public  domain  upon  the  stipulation  that  it  was  to  be  disposed 
of  only  for  the  "  common  benefit "  of  all  the  States,  so  it  is  behaved 
that  no  grant  has  ever  been  made  which  will  prove  to  be  a  more  strict 
compliance  with  the  terms  than  this  now  proposed ;  reaching,  as  it 
will  reach,  not  only  all  the  States,  but  a  major  part  of  the  people  of 
ril  the  States ;  reaching  them  too  in  their  persons  and  material  inte- 
rests ;  and  reaching  them  also  for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the  people. 
That  our  country  needs  all  the  aid  likely  to  flow  from  a  measure  of 

tuch  far-reaching  consequences^  the  united  testimony  of  our  agricul- 
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turists  in  all  sections  of  our  country  loudly  proclaims ;  and  that  it 
will  prove  wise  and  practical,  the  experience  in  our  own  and  other 
lands,  happily,  already  demonstrates. 

Those  who  are  to  follow  or  superintend  the  cultivation  of  the  soil 
for  a  livelihood,  know  that  knowledge  on  this  subject  is  a  power  they 
must  win  to  their  support ;  and  those  who  are  merely  amateurs  find 
the  field  of  instruction  broad  enough,  whether  pursued  for  its  use- 
fulness or  elegant  accomplishment,  to  satisfy  men  of  the  highest  order 
of  intellect. 

Superior  institutions,  like  those  contemplated  by  this  bill,  liberally 
endowed,  would  impart  an  education  difierent  in  kind,  but  as  various 
and  useful  as  that  to  be  obtained  at  established  literary  universities. 

Men  with  a  family  of  sons,  not  desiring  to  crowd  professions  already 
full,  could  educate  some,  at  least,  to  take  charge  of  the  homestead, 
with  a  tolerable  assurance  that  it  would  not  at  once  be  dissipated  by 
ignorance  and  folly,  or  to  engage  intelligently  in  larming  with  laud- 
able hopes  and  expectations  of  ultimate  reward. 

As  tuition,  at  least,  would  be  free,  the  enterprising  sons  of  those  in 
indigent  circumstances  would  find  admission  on  equal  terms  with 
those  having  the  most  affluent  fortunes.  Happily  all  our  educational, 
as  well  as  political,  institutions  are  thoroughly  imbued  with  de- 
mocracy, and  we  have  no  troublesome  divisions  of  caste,  such  as  em- 
barrass the  progress  of  free  institutions  in  other  lands.  In  our 
national  schools,  and  in  our  local  schools,  at  West  Point  and  else- 
where, it  is  scholarship  and  not  any  title  or  wealth  of  family  which 
obtains  pre-eminence. 

We  require  these  colleges  to  supply  competent  teachers  throughout 
the  country,  to  schools  of  a  lower  grade,  where  they  are  already  called 
for  and  where  few  or  none  are  to  be  found.  The  greatest  difficulty  to 
be  apprehended  in  organizing  such  institutions  is  in  procuring,  at  the 
present  moment,  professors  in  America  with  the  requisite  qualifica- 
tions. Such  men  as  Boussin^ault,  Leibig,  Agassiz,  or  even  Downing, 
unfortunately,  are  not  plentiful,  and  yet  State  agricultural  colleges 
will  require  like  talent  and  culture. 

Each  State  will  have  the  sole  control  in  the  creation  and  manage- 
ment of  its  own  proportionate  fund,  and  will  therefore  adapt  it  to 
suit  the  wishes  of  the  people,  climate  and  soil  of  its  position. 

There  is  no  State  which  may  not  worthily  be  entrusted  with  such 
an  enterprise,  and  none  which  will  not  feel  a  just  pride  in  contribut- 
ing, with  her  sister  States,  to  the  common  fund  of  sound  learning  re- 
lating to  agriculture. 

For  these  and  other  reasons  the  undersigned  respectfully  recom- 
mends the  passage  of  the  bill  under  consideration. 

D.  S.  WALBRIDGE. 

I  concur  in  the  views  above  expressed,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  report- 
ing the  bill  with  a  recommendation  that  it  do  pass. 

HENRY  BENNETT. 


35th  Conqkbsb,  )  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.    (•  Report 
IstSesatm.     ]  i  No.  262. 


CLERKS  IN  LAND  OFFICES  IN  OREGON  TERRITORY. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  169.] 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr,  Walbridoe,  from  the  Committe  on  Public  Lands,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Pvhlic  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  House  Bill  No. 
169,  being  a  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  the  payment  of  clerks 
employed  in  the  offices  of  the  registers  of  the  land  offices  at  Oregon 
City  and  Winchester^  in  the  Territory  of  Oregon j  respectfully  report : 

That,  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  27th  September,  1850,  ^^establish- 
ing the  office  of  surveyor  general  of  the  Territory  of  Oregon,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  donatiods  ot  land  were  offered  to  persons  then  re- 
siding in  Oregon,  or  who  might  emigrate  thereto  within  a  certain 
period,  being  citizens  of  the  United  States,  or  having  filed  their  de- 
clarations to  become  citizens,  upon  condition  of  occupying  for  four 
years  and  making  certain  improvements,  with  one-half  of  said  land 
to  their  wives,  if  they  were  married,  and  survivorship  to  their  chil- 
dren in  case  of  death. 

Under  this  act  the  duties  growing  out  of  the  making  entries  of 
locations  and  proving  up  claims  were  devolved  on  the  surveyor 
general. 

By  the  act  of  17th  of  July,  1854,  the  pre-emption  act  of  September 
4, 1841,  was  extended  to  the  Territory  of  Orego#.  By  the  same  act 
land  offices  were  established,  and  registers  and  receivers  appointed  in 
said  Territory.  This  act  devolved  on  these  officers  the  duties  pre- 
scribed for  such  officers  in  other  land  districts,  including  the  duties 
before  assigned  to  the  surveyor  general,  growing  out  of  donation 
claims.  It  fixed  their  compensation  at  |2,500  each,  with  office  rent, 
»ad  expressly  prohibited  their  receiving  fees  or  any  other  emolu- 
lUents. 

In  other  land  districts  registers  and  receivers  are  compensated  in 
part  by  salary  and  in  part  by  commission  on  the  amount  of  sales  of 
public  lands,  limited  to  a  maximum  of  $3,000  per  annum.  They  are 
rise  allowed  fees  for  entries  made  on  bounty  land  warrants.  Clerk- 
lure  is  allowed  to  some  extent,  and  the  commissions  and  fees  furnish 
Jt  sum,  perhaps,  sufficient  for  such  additional  services  of  that  kind  as 
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may  be  required.  In  the  case  of  the  land  officers  of  Oregon,  there 
no  fund  of  either  kind ;  and  yet  the  clerical  duties  arising  under  tl 
donation  and  pre-emption  acts  formed  a  very  important  branch  of  tl 
business  of  the  officers  from  the  time  of  their  appointment.  Since  tl 
year  1854  the  term  of  occupation  required  by  the  donation  act  expin 
in  a  vast  number  of  cases,  and  it  was.  every  way  desirable  and  ii 
portant  to  the  United  States,  to  the  Territory,  and  to  the  settlers,  th 
they  should  be  able  to  make  their  proofs,  obtain  their  certificates,  ai 
otherwise  perfect  their  titles.  To  accomplish  these  objects  witho 
delay,  and  prevent  the  business  of  the  office  from  falling  into  arrea 
and  disorder,  clerical  aid  was  absolutely  indispensable.  The  registc 
were,  therefore,  compelled  to  employ  clerical  aid,  relying  upon  t 
justice  of  Congress,  upon  full  view  of  the  facts,  to  reimburse  the  e 
pense  thus  incurred. 

The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  estimates  the  su 
required  at  $6,405,  but  suggests,  by  way  of  precaution,  that  the  su 
of  $7,000  be  appropriated,  and  the  committee  recommend  the  ps^ssaj 
of  the  bill  providing  that  sum,  or  so  much  as  may  be  required  for  tl 
object  intended. 


35Te  CoKORBBs,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Id  Session.     ]  I  No.  263. 


ISAAC  BODY  AND  SAMUEL  FLEMING. 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  No.  490.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Ur.  Walbridgb,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  made  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands ^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Isaac  Body  and  Samud  Fleming^  respectfvUy  report : 

The  petitions  and  affidavits  presented  in  this  case  establish  the  fol- 
loring  facts  :  The  said  Isaac  Body  and  Samuel  Fleming,  in  or  about 
tbe  jear  1842^  settled,  each  for  himself,  upon  certain  quarter  sections 
of  land  in  the  State  of  Illinois  ;  that  they  have  continued  to  reside,  and 
We  made  considerable  improvements  thereon  up  to  the  present  time  ; 
^hat  the  lands  so  settled  upon  by  them  were  selected  by  the  State  of 
Alinois  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved  September  4,  1841 ;  but 
for  some  reason  such  selections  were  not  approved  by  the  General 
I«nd  Office,  and  were  rejected ;  that  such  rejection,  although  notified 
to  the  State,  were  not  notified  to  the  local  land  office,  and  in  conse- 
quence the  said  Body  and  Fleming  have  been  and  still  are  unable  to 
procure  titles  to  their  farms  either  from  the  United  States  or  the  State 
of  Illinois. 

It  appears  that  they  have  often  applied  at  both  the  United  States 
and  State  land  offices  to  pay  their  monies  and  procure  titles ;  but  each 
diaclaiming  the  right  to  sell  them,  have  failed  to  attain  their  object, 
and  now  ask  Congress  for  relief.     To  afford  such  relief,  so  far  as  this 

Evemment  can  do  it,  the  committee,  by  the  advice  of  the  General 
md  Office,  report  the  accompanying  bill,  recommending  its  passage. 
All  which  is  respectfully  submitt^. 


SGn  OoKGBBBB,  >    HOUSE  OF  BEPBESENTATIYES.     (  Bbport 
ht  Seaaion.     $  )  No.  264. 


R.  F.  M.  MANN. 


Apul  17,  1858. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Kr.  HoRTOK,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Boads,  made 

the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads ^  to  whom  was  referred 
ike  petition  of  R.  F.  M.  Mann^  of  Oriffin  county,  Georgia^  report : 

That  from  the  papers  filed  in  this  case  it  appears  that  said  Mann 
GODtracted  with  the  JPost  Office  Department  to  perform  mail  services 
on  mail  routes  No.  6339  and  6340  ;  that  is  to  say,  to  carry  the  United 
States  mails  from  Griffin  to  Lagrange^  Georgia,  65  miles,  three  times 
1  week  in  two  horse  coaches  ;  and  from  Greenville  to  Griffin,  36  miles,, 
three  times  a  week^  in  one  horse  wagon. 

For  the  first  route  he  was  to  have  |1^260  a  year,  and  for  the  second,. 
|624.     It  seems  that,  through  inexperience,  Mr.  Mann  undertook  the- 
service  for  a  price  helow  its  value,  and  that  he  met  with  misfortune  by 
loeiog  horses  from  disease,  and  through  accident.    He  alleges  that  he^ 
kept  his  contract  faithfully  something  over  two  years,  (though  of  lim- 
ited means  and  with  a  large  family ,)  when  the  conti  act  was  taken  fromi 
Urn  and  given  to  another,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  unable  to  per- 
form the  service.     There  is  no  proof  before  the  committee  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  service  was  performed,  except  what  may  be  in- 
ferred from  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Mann,  in  regard  to  the  losses 
he  sustained  through  disease  among  his  horses.     The  fact,  however, 
that  he  lost  a  numoer  of  horses,  and  that  the  department  took  the 
contract  from  him,  would  go  to  show  that  he  could  not  continue  to  per- 
form the  service  regularly. 

Mr.  Mann  says  that  he  lost  a  number  of  horses  by  a  disease  called 
fte  blind  staggers,  and  by  the  falling  of  a  bridge.  That  these  losses 
l^re  hard  upon  him  and  interfered  with  his  performing  the  service 
^Qtracted  for.  From  the  papers  it  appears  that  he  lost  eight  horses. 
l|he  petitioner  further  alleges  that  the  Post  Office  Department  pays 
^  successor  about  twice  as  much  for  the  service  as  he  contracted  to 
<io  it  for,  and  that  it  is  justly  worth  the  price  his  successor  receives. 

Mr.  Mann  claims  that  his  loss  is  about  three  thousand  dollars,  and 
^tks  that  Congress  will  make  it  up  to  him,  and  relieve  hia  securities 
from  all  responsibility  for  his  failure  to  perform  his  oontvact  for  the 
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full  time.  From  the  papers,  your  committee  think  it  highly  probab 
that  Mr.  Mann's  bid  was  too  low.  There  does  not  appear  to  be  at 
doubt  either  that  he  was  unfortunate  in  losing  his  horses ;  but  yoi 
committee  do  not  think  the  government  should  be  called  upon  to  ii 
terfere  in  the  numerous  cases  where  contractors  make  erroneons  est 
mates,  or  to  insure  them  against  the  casualties  to  which  all  busine 
is  liable.  They  are  of  opinion  that  though  Mr.  Mann  has  been  tu 
fortunate  his  case  does  not  require  the  interference  of  Congress. 


35th  Congress,  )     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Rkpom 
Ist  Session.      J  '  ^  No.  265. 


BOBERT  H.  MORRIS— LEGAL  REPRESENTATIVE  OF. 

rXo  accompany  Bill  H.  B.  No.  491.] 


April  17,  1858. 


lb.  HoRTON,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads, 
made  the  following  * 

REPORT. 

<%e  CommUtee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Boadsy  to  whom  was  re/erred 
the  petition  of  Mrs.  A.  E.  Morris^  executrix  of  B.  H.  Morris,  late  of 
the  city  of  New  York,  report : 

That  R.  H.  Morris  was  postmaster  of  New  York  when  the  act  of  3d 
larch,  1845,  in  relation  to  postages,  took  effect,  viz :  July  1,  1845, 
Dd  continued  to  act  in  that  capacity  until  1849  ;  that,  in  consequence 
r  the  act  of  March,  1846,  the  commission  fund  for  the  first  fiscal 
sar  thereafter,  appropriated  to  the  local  expenses  of  the  office,  owing 
» the  great  increase  of  the  business  of  said  office,  resulting  from  the 
duction  of  postage  as  provided  for  by  said  act,  became  wholly  in- 
ifficient  for  said  purpose.  That  he  was  compelled  to  meet  the  de^ 
ands  of  the  public,  and,  for  the  efficient  discharge  of  the  duties,  to- 
icrease  the  number  of  clerks^  and  augment  other  contingent  ex- 
mses. 

It  appears  that  these  charges  were  all  properly  presented,  and  ap- 
»red  in  the  quarterly  returns  of  said  Morris  to  the  Post  Office  De* 
irtment.  They  were  allowed  at  the  time  ;  but,  on  the  settlement  of 
le  account  for  the  fiscal  year,  these  charges  for  expenditure,  amoumt- 
ig  to  five  thousand  six  hundred  and  eighty  dollars,  were  stricken 
it  and  disallowed,  simply  on  the  ground  that  the  department,  under 
\e  laws  which  regulated  its  powers,  the  commission  fund  being.*ex- 
iusted,  had  no  authority  to  pay  them,  and  not  on  the  groQnd*  that 
ley  were  not  neccessary  and  proper  in  themselves.  Mr.  Morris*  was 
len  compelled  to  pay  over  the  said  amount  for  which  he  had  credited 
imself. 

It  appears  that  for  that  year  Mr.  Morris  received  only  the  sum  of 
1,045  81  for  his  services. 

It  appears  further,  that  the  commission  fund,  out  of  which  expenses 
rere  paid,  was  also  reduced  by  the  action  of  Mr.  Morris'  piedecessor, 
^bo,  shortly  before  going  out  of  office,  removed  the  post  office  from 
he  rotunda  in  the  park  to  the  Dutch  church|  at  an  increased  cost,  for 
"^Qt,  of  |4,400  per  annum. 
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All  these  facts  appear  from  the  books  and  papers  of  the  department, 
which  also  show  the  fact  that  between  July  1,  1847,  and  May  19, 
1849,  Mr.  Morris  paid  over  to  the  department  surplus  commissions  to 
the  amount  of  more  than  thirty-three  thousand  dollars. 

It  appears  further,  to  the  full  satisfaction  of  your  committee,  that 
Mr.  Morris  was  subjected  to  a  further  expense  out  of  his  own  ftindfl 
by  the  establishment  of  a  city  despatch,  under  the  orders  of  the  Post- 
master General,  amounting  to  $2,331  51. 

Tour  committee  are  convinced  that,  in  justice  and  equity,  the  legal 
representative  of  Mr.  Morris  should  be  paid  the  sum  of  five  thousand 
six  hundred  and  eighty  dollars,  the  amount  paid  by  said^  Morris  for 
clerk  hire,  &c.,  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1846.  Also,  the  sum  of 
|964  19  to  make  up  for  the  same  year  the  amount  of  $2,000,  to  which 
he  was  entitled  by  the  act  of  1825,  and  the  sum  of  $2,331  51  being 
the  amount  paid  by  said  Morris  for  the  city  despatch  office  during  the 
year  ending  June  30,  1846. 

Tour  committee  have  reported  a  bill  for  this  purpose,  and  recom- 
mend its  passage. 


CoNQRBSS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
tSesnon.     J  ^  No.  266 


HENRY  ORNDORP. 

[To  aooompany  Joint  Besolation  No.  24.] 


April  17,  1858. 

EoBTON,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads, 
made  the  following 

REPORT. 

Committee  on  Pod  Offices  and  Post  Roads^  to  whom  was  re/erred 
the  petition  of  Henry  Omdorf^  of  OhiOy  report: 

lat  it  appears  from  the  papers  filed  in  this  case  that  (George 
nlle  contracted  to  carry  the  United  States  mail  from  Zanesvifie 
Iambus,  Ohio,  (being  route  No.  9167,)  daily,  from  July  1, 1866, 
me  30,  1860.  The  mail  was  carried  six  times  a  week,  and  a  de- 
3n  was  made  by  the  department  for  deficiency  of  service,  the  de- 
lent  insisting  that  the  word  daily,  in  the  contract^  require^  ser- 
iCFen  days  each  week.  The  contractor,  on  the  other  hand,  al- 
that  Sunday  service  was  not  wanted,  and  that  his  intention, 
he  made  his  bid,  was  for  service  six  times  a  week.  The  depart- 
did  not  allege  that  Sunday  service  was  wanted  on  the  route,  but 
;  contract  calls  for  daily  service,  the  department  had  no  alterna- 
nt to  make  the  proportional  deduction  from  the  pay. 
May,  1857,  George  Manville  transferred  his  contract  to  Henry 
5rf,  to  take  effect  from  April  1,  1857. 

5  department  continued  to  deduct  |53  30  per  quarter  from  the 
>r  the  failure  of  the  Sunday  trip,  the  whole  pay  as  per  contract 
$1 ,495  a  year.  Mr.  Orndorf  remonstrated  with  the  aepartment. 
serted  that  it  was  not  the  intention,  when  the  bid  was  made,  to 
nore  than  six  times  a  week,  and  that  the  postmasters  on  the 
would  neither  receive  nor  deliver  the  mail  on  Sunday. 
.  Orndorf,  failing  to  convince  the  Post  Office  Department,  ap- 
to  Congress,  and  the  matter  has  been  carefully  examined  by 
committee. 

appears  from  the  papers  before  the  committee  that  the  adver* 
3nt  issued  by  the  aepartment  was  for  mail  service  upon  route 
three  times  a  week  and  six  times  a  week,  and  that  the  bidder 
the  term  daily,  as  per  the  advertisement  of  the  department, 
shows,  to  the  satisfaction  of  your  committee,  that  the  bidder  sup- 
he  was  bidding  for  daily  service  during  the  business  portion  of 
eek.  To  corroborate  this  view  of  the  case,  there  are  among  the 
s  the  affidavits  of  those  conversant  with  the  facts,  that  such  was 
iderstanding  of  the  bidder  when  his  bid  was  made  out. 
s  proper  to  add  that  it  appears  from  the  papers  in  the  case  that 
i  not  been  customary  to  have  Sunday  service  on  the  route,  and 
leither  the  interests  of  the  department  nor  the  public  required  it. 
ar  committee,  therefore,  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Henry 
ot{  is  entitled  to  full  pay,  and  they  have  accordingly  reported  a 
resolution  to  that  effect. 


WGRHSS,  I    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
ession.    )  I  No.  267. 


JOHN  DEARMIT. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  492.] 


April  17,  1858. 


lYis,  firom  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  RoadSi  made 
the  following 

REPORT. 

nmittee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads  ^  to  whom  was  rrferred 
the  petition  of  John  Dearmit^  report : 

they  are  satisfied  the  petitioner  made  the  mistake  in  his  peti- 
eged ;  that  npon  discovering  his  mistake,  and  before  he  was 
.  by  the  department  of  the  acceptance  of  his  bid,  he  gave  the 
aent  notice  of  his  mistake,  and  requested  to  be  discharged  from 
rformance  of  his  bid ;  that  this  the  department  declined  for 
f  power  to  do  so ;  and  nnder  advice  he  entered  into  and  per- 
his  contract  for  the  time  required,  four  years.  His  bid  was  at 
9  of  $93  per  year,  next  lowest  bid  at  the  rate  of  |166  76,  They 
lend  allowing  petitioner  a  difference  between  his  bid  and  next 
bid,  being  at  the  rate  of  |73  75  per  year,  and  amounting  for 
r  years  he  carried  the  mail  to  $295,  and  report  a  bill  accord* 


J 


1 


CoNflEESs,  I    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Rbpoet 
Seuicn.     J  {  No.  268. 


STUCKET  &  R0OER8. 

[To  aooompsny  Bill  H.  B.  No.  4>3.] 


April  17, 1868. 


InuRs,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads, 
made  the  following 

REPORT. 

vmmiitee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads j  to  whom  was  re/erred 
the  petition  of  Stuckey  dk  Sogers  y  report: 

ppears  from  the  petition  of  Stuckey  &  Kogers,  and  from  the 
)f  the  Postmaster  General,  dated  the  15th  March,  1856,  that 
parties  intended  to  bid,  and  did  hid,  for  carrying  the  mail  weekly 
te  No.  6082,  which  runs  from  Chester  court-house  to  Pinckney- 
iouth  Carolina,  at  the  rate  of  |138  per  annum,  the  distance 
twenty-two  miles. 

lling  up  the  bid  they  incautiously  inserted  from  Winsboro*  to 
leyville.  This  mail  route  is  known  as  No.  6078,  and  is  seventy- 
les  in  length.  The  department,  it  seems,  presumed  that  Messrs. 
y  &  Sogers  meant  to  bid  for  route  No.  6078,  because  the  bid 
id  from  Winsboro',  although  route  No.  6082  was  as  distinctly 
jd. 

>pears  that  these  parties  have  carried  the  mail  on  route  No. 
rem  Winsboro'  to  PinckneyviUe,  seventy-two  miles,  for  $138  ; 
also  appears  that  the  actual  lowest  bid  for  said  route  was  a,i  the 
$333  per  annum  ;  and  although  the  contractors  might  be  justly 
i  at  the  rate  of  $138  for  twenty- two  miles,  which  would  give 
^451  64,  yet,  considering  that  they  had  inadvertently  inserted 
oro'  instead  of  Chester  court-house,  although  the  number  of 
ite  and  the  number  of  miles  was  correct,  and  considering  that 
rest  bid  which  the  department  received  was  at  the  rate  of  $333 
mm,  the  committee  is  of  opinion  that  the  petitioners  should  be 
isated  at  the  said  rate  of  $333  per  annum,  instead  of  $138  per  an- 
s  proposed  by  the  department,  and  herewith  report  a  bill  for 
^lief. 


35th  CoNORfflS,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Report 
\8t8e88im.      S  }  No.  269. 


JAMES  M.  HARRIS. 


Apail  17»  1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Kr.  AxioKSy  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads, 
made  the  following 

REPORT. 

In  the  matter  of  James  M.  Harris,  of  the  State  of  Florida,  referred 
^  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  at  a  former  day  of 
tiiis session,  memorializing  Congress  for  extra  compensation  for  services 
^ndered  in  carrying  the  mails  in  the  State  of  Florida  on  routes  2472, 
^73,  2475,  and  2476,  I  am  instructed  hy  the  committee,  who  have 
iiad  the  same  under  consideration,  to  report  that  in  the  opinion  of 
taid  committee,  the  prayer  of  the  said  memorialist  ought  not  to  be 
allowed,  and  they  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration 
of  the  same. 


I 


36th  Conorhss,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
l8l  Session.     \  i  No.   270. 


KIMBALL  &  MOORE,  AND  MOORE  &  WALKER. 

[To  accompany  Joint  Resolution  No.  25.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Wood,   from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads, 
made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Boadsj  to  whom  was  referred 
the  petition  of  KimhaU  &  Moore,  and  Moore  &  Walker  y  have  had  the 
same  under  consideration y  and  ask  leave  to  report  as  foUows : 

From  the  evidence  submitted  to  the  committee,  it  appears  that  the 
contractors  were  subjected  to  various  fines  for  failures  m  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duty. 

That  these  failures  were  occasioned  by  causes  entirely  beyond  the 
control  of  the  contractors,  such  as  deep  snows,  the  washing  away  of 
bridges  by  freshets,  high  water  at  creek  crossings,  and  difficulties  at 
Various  ferries,  but  more  particularly  in  consequence  of  frequent  fail- 
ures on  the  part  of  railroad  companies,  from  whom  these  contractors 
received  their  mails,  to  deliver  them  in  proper  time. 

The  committee,  therefore,  in  accordance  with  the  evidence  presented 
to  them,  deem  it  their  duty  to  report  a  joint  resolution  for  the  relief 
of  the  petitioners. 


35th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Ise  Session.     J  .^No.   271. 


J.  W.  HILTON. 

[To.aocompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  495.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Wood,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  OflSce  and  Post  Roads, 

made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads ^  to  whom  was  referred 
the  petition  of  Joseph  W.  Hilton,  praying  for  compensation  for  ettra 
mail  service  on  route  No,  13323,  have  had  the  same  under  considera- 
tiony  and  report : 

The  committee  find  that  the  said  Joseph  W.  Hilton  was  contractor 
for  carrying  the  mail  over  route  No.  13323,  from  St.  Louis,  in  the 
State  of  Missouri,  via  Waterloo,  in  Monroe  county,  in  said  State,  and 
the  village  of  Prairie  Du  Rochen,  in  Randolph  county,  in  State  of 
Illinois,  to  the  town  of  Chester,  in  said  Randolph  county;  that  by  the 
terms  of  his*  contract,  he  was  required  to  transport  the  United  States 
mail  matter  pertaining  to  said  route  daily  from  July  1,  1S54,  to  July 
1, 1858,  said  mail  matter  to  be  transported  over  that  part  of  said  route 
lying  between  St.  Louis  and  Waterlgo,  a  distance  of  twenty-one  miles, 
in  coaches,  and  over  that  part  of  said  route  lying  between  said  Waterloo 
and  Chester,  a  distance  of  forty-seven  miles,  on  horseback ;  that  on 
the  27th  day  of  September,  1856,  and  daily  hitherto,  the  postmaster 
at  St.  Louis,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  delivered  to  the  said  J.  W. 
Hilton  the  mail  matter  between  the  said  city  of  St.Xouis  and  the  town 
of  St.  Glenevieve,  in  the  said  State  of  Missouri,  which  did  not  pertain 
to  said  mail  route  No  13323;  that  notwithstanding  the  contract  of 
8aid  J.  W.  Hilton  did  not  require  him  to  transport  the  same  over  his 
said  route  No.  13323,  he  did,  at  the  request  of  the  said  postmaster  of 
St.  Louis,  and  with  a  desire  to  serve  the  Post  Office  Department  of  the 
United  States  and  to  subserve  the  public  interest,  receive  the  said  St. 
liouis  and  St.  Genevieve  mail  matter,  and,  according  to  the  desire  of 
the  said  postmaster  of  St.  Louis  aforesaid,  transported  the  same  daily 
from  the  said  22d  day  of  September,  1856,  to  the  present  time  over  that 
part  of  his  said  route  No.  13323  lyin§  between  said  city  of  St.  Louijs 
and  said  village  of  Prairie  Du  Rochen  in  coaches,  and  thence  on  horse- 
Wk,  relying  upon  the  good  faith  of  the  Post  Office  Department  for 
Reasonable  compensation  for  said  extra  services  ;  that  in  consequence 
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of  the  great  quantity  of  mail  matter  nrhich  the  said  J.  W.  Hilton 
was  obliged  to  transport  over  his  said  route,  he  was  compelled  to  incur 
great  additional  expense  in  transporting  said  St.  Geneyieye  mail  matter   ^ 
irom  St.  Louis  to  Prairie  Du  Bochen,  an  additional  horse  or  a  coach  . 
being  indispensable  for  that  purpose  on  that  part  of  said  route,  twenty- 
two  miles  distant  from  Waterloo  to  Prairie  Du  Bochen  ;  that  the  said 
J.  W.  Hilton  immediately,  and  often  after  he  was  directed  by  the  said 
postmaster  at  St.  Louis  to  perform  said  extra  mail  service,  applied  by    ^ 
letter  to  the  Post  OflSce  Department  for  a  .reasonable  allowance  for   ai 
said  extra  mail  service,  but  that  he  received  no  definite  answer  to  his  um 
said  applications  until  about  the  1st  day  of  July,  1857>  when  the  de- 
partment agreed  to  pay  him  $626  per  annum  for  such  increase  of  ser-    - 
vice,  said  agreement  to  take  eflTect  from  and  aflber  the  1st  day  of  July,    - 
1857 ;  that  the  said  J.  W.  Hilton  was  informed  by  the  Post  Office    _ 
Department  that  no  allowance  could  be  made  for  the  increase  of  ser-   ^ 
vice  performed  by  him,  as  aforesaid,  between  the  month  of  September,   - 
1856,  and  July  1, 1857,  the  same  having  been  performed  without  any  - 
prior  legal  order  from  the  Postmaster  General ;  that  the  amount  due  ^ 
to  said  J.  W.  Hilton  for  said  service  would  be  pro  rata  to  the  amount 
subsequently  allowed,  $483  40,  and  that,  from  information  received 
from  the  Post  Office  Department,  the  committee  have  no  doubt  that  the 
extra  service  was  performed,  and  the  public  interest  thereby  subserved. 
The  committee,  therefore,  ask  leave  to  report  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  petitioner,  with  a  recommendation  that  the  same  should  be  passed. 


J.  W.   HILTON. 


Ir.  Beubkh  Davis,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Boa48,  presented  the  following 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 

rhe  undenigned  member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Moods  J  bega  leave  to  report  against  the  allowance  of  the  claim  of  the 
said  Joaeph  W.  Hilton: 

From  the  petition  of  the  memorialist,  it  appears  he  contracted  with 
the  Postmaster  General  to  carry  the  mail  on  route  13323,  from  St. 
Louis,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  via  Waterloo,  in  Monroe  county,  in  said 
Btate,  and  the  village  of  Prairie  du  Rochen,  in  Randolph  county, 
in  the  State  of  Illinois,  to  the  town  of  Chester,  in  said  Randolph 
oounty  ;  that  hy  the  terms  of  his  contract  he  was  required  to  transport 
the  United  States  mail  matter  pertaining  to  the  said  route  daily,  from 
July  1,  1854,  to  July  1,  1858,  said  mail  matter  to  be  transported  over 
that  part  of  the  route  lying  between  St.  Louis  and  Waterloo,  a  dis- 
tance of  twenty-one  miles,  in  coaches  ;  and  over  that  part  of  the  said 
route  lying  between  said  Waterloo  and  Chester,  a  distance  of  forty- 
seven  miles  on  horseback.  The  memorialist  makes  two  allegations  as 
the  foundation  of  his  claim  upon  the  government  for  extra  compensa- 
tion. 1st.  That  on  the  26th  day  of  September,  1856,  and  daily  hith- 
erto, the  postmaster  at  St.  Louis,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  delivered 
to  the  said  Joseph  W.  Hilton,  the  mail  matter  between  the  said  city  of 
St.  Louis  and  the  town  of  St.  Genevieve,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  which 
did  not  pertain  to  the  said  mail  route  No.  13323.  2d.  That  although 
he  was  not  bound  by  his  said  contracts  to  carry  said  mail  matter,  yet 
to  accommodate  the  department,  he  did  so,  and  was  thereby  required 
to  incur  great  additional  expense  in  transporting  said  St.  Genevieve 
mail  matter  from  St.  Louis  to  Prairie  du  Rochen,  an  additional  horse 
or  coach  being  indispensable  for  that  purpose. 

The  majority  of  the  committee  have  proceeded  upon  the  hypothesis 
that  both  these  material  allegations  have  been  established  by  proof ; 
when,  in  fact,  not  one  particle  of  proof  was  before  the  committee, 
either  oral  or  written,  to  sustain  the  one  or  the  other  of  them. 

The  memorialist  does  not  even  allege  the  existence  of  a  necessity  for 
this  change  of  mail  matter  ;  nor  does  he  say  he  furnished  an  addi- 
tional horse  or  coach,  yet  it  is  assumed  by  the  majority  and  so  stated 
in  their  report.     The  majority  have  fallen  into  the  palpable  error  of 
stating  that  an  additional  coach  was  put  on  the  said  route  from  Wa- 
terloo to  Prairie  du  Rochen.     The  memorialist  does  not  so  state  it ; 
nor  was  there  any  proof  of  it.  But  if  these  facts  had  been  established, 
Btill  I  insist  the  claim  ought  not  to  be  allowed.     The  postmaster  at 
Bt.  Louis  had  no  authority  under  the  law  to  change  the  direction  of 
tke  mail  matter  from  the  regular  route  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Genevieve 
to  the  irregular  one.  No.  13323  ;  nor  was  the  memorialist  under  the 
"Ughtest  obligation  to  receive  and  transport  it ;  and  the  recognition 
of  this  claim  establishes  a  precedent  which  in  its  operations  will  be 
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equal  to  a  law  conferring  upon  postmasters  all  over  the  Union  tb 
authority  to  change,  alter^  and  enlarge  every  contract  made  by  thi 
Postmaster  General,  and  involving  the  government  in  many  millioi 
dollars  of  indebtedness,  without  the  existeoce  of  real  necessity,  and 
deranging  the  whole  operations  of  that  important  branch  of  the 
government.  Bather  than  establish  a  precedent  of  this  fearful  char- 
acter, creating  the  necessity  for  constant  extra  special  legislation,  il 
would  be  far  better  to  confer  on  postmasters  plenary  powers  over  th( 
subject  and  let  their  contract  be  paid  as  now  required  by  law. 

We  cannot  with  propriety  say  this  claim  shall  be  allowed  and  all 
others  hereafter,  of  a  like  nature,  shall  be  rejected.  It  is  right  oi 
wrong.  If  right,  we  should  allow  it.  If  wrong,  it  should  be  rejected. 
It  will  be  adding  another  precedent,  or  rather  it  will  afford  a  legisla 
tive  construction  of  the  powers  of  postmasters  under  the  law  as  it  no^ 
exists,  which  will  require  legislative  action  hereafter  to  correct.  Al 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  nearly  a  half  million  of  dollars  was  al- 
lowed by  Congress  in  the  shape  of  extra  pay  for  mail  services,  unau< 
thorized  by  the  Postmaster  General,  and  now  following  that  precedent, 
claims  amounting  to  many  thousands,  if  not  millions,  are  being  pre- 
sented to  Congress.  The  act  of  Congress  of  the  2d  July,  1836,  now 
in  full  force  and  effect,  declares,  '^  that  no  payment  shall  be  made  for 
any  additional  regular  service  in  the  transportation  of  the  mail,  unless 
the  same  shall  have  been  rendered  in  obedience  to  a  prior  legal  order 
of  the  Postmaster  General."  If  this  law  is  to  be  respected,  then  the 
claim  must  be  disallowed,  otherwise  it  should  be  repealed,  and  leave 
the  whole  subject  open  for  the  discretion  of  the  Postmaster  Q^ueral ; 
and  thereby  avoid  naving  the  time  of  this  House  consumed  in  legis- 
lating upon  these  thousands  of  claims,  and  save  the  enormous  amount 
to  the  country  now  spent  over  them.  For  these  refiisons,  I  recommend 
that  the  clain^  be  disallowed, 

BEUBEN  DAVIS, 


36iH  CoKGBEBS, )   HOUSE  OF  BEPBESENTATIYES.   (   Report 
IttSemtM.      \  I  No.  272. 


NEW  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT— mcmaAN. 


Ann.  17, 1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BiLLDrGHQBST,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Jadiciary,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  on  the  Judiciary  ^  to  whom  were  referred  the  joint  reao- 
IfUiona  of  the  State  of  Michigan^  in  relation  to  a  new  judicial  district 
ifi  said  State,  report : 

That  they  have  had  the  matter  duly  under  consideration,  and  are 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  there  is  no  necessity  at  this  time  for  a 
division  of  the  State  into  two  judicial  districts.  Tour  committee  are 
confirmed  in  this  opinion  by  the  letter  from  the  honorable  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  which  is  hereunto  annexed. 


Department  of  tqe  Interior, 

Washingtoriy  February  11,  1858. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  your  note  of  the  4th  instant, 
referring  "joint  resolutions  of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Michi- 
gan, in  relation  to  a  new  judicial  district  in  said  State,"  with  a  re« 
qnest  for  a  statement  of  the  facts  in  possession  of  this  department 
touching  the  necessity  of  providing  by  law  for  the  same,  and  my 
opinion  in  the  premises. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  I  am  not  aware  of  any  informa- 
tion in  possession  of  the  department  which  would  aid  the  Judiciary 
Committee  of  the  House  in  deliberating  upon  the  subject. 

The  suggestion  is,  however,  respectfully  made,  that  the  State  is  not 
10  large,  or  the  business  of  the  United  States  courts  therein  so  great, 
as  to  demand  a  division  at  this  time  ;  moreover,  I  am  well  assured 
that  the  business  is  done  in  one  district  at  much  less  expense  than  it 
oonld  be  in  two  districts,  with  two  sets  of  officers.  The  joint  resolu- 
tions are  herewith  returned. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary. 

Hon.  0.  BiLLINGHtJRST, 

Cf  the  Judiciary  Committee^  House  (/  Bepreeentativea. 


Kin  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
1st  Session.    \  }  No.    273. 


IMPRISONMENT  OF  WITNESSES. 


April  17,  1858.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BnuNGHUBST)  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Judiciary  Committee^  who  werCy  by  resolution  of  the  House  adopte^ 
January  18, 1858,  requested  "  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  making 
provisions  for  witnesses  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States  j  so  that  they 
may  not  be  compelled  to  suffer  imprisonment  when  unable  to  give  re- 
cognizance to  appear y"  have  carefully  considered  the  same,  and  find 
the  existing  law  upon  that  general  subject  contained  in  section  2  of  ^^  An 
ad  further  supplementary  to  an  act  entitled  ^  An  act  to  establish  the 
j^diciat  courts  of  the  United  States,'*  passed  the  twenty-fourth  of  Sep- 
tembery  A.  D.  1789,  approved  August  23,  1844,  asfoUowSy  viz : 

"That  in  all  hearings  before  any  justice  or  judge  of  the  United 
States,  or  any  commissioner  appointed  as  aforesaid,  under  and  in  virtue 
cfthe  said  thirty-third  section  of  the  act  entitled  **An  act  to  establish 
the  judicial  courts  of  the  United  States,'  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such 
jOBtice,  judge  or  commissioner,  where  the  crime  or  offence  is  charged 
to  have  been  committed,  on  the  high  seas  or  elsewhere,  within  the. 
admiralty  and  maritime  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  in  his  dis- 
cretion to  require  a  recognizance  of  any  witness  produced  in  behalf  of 
the  accused,  with  such  surety  or  sureties  as  he  may  judge  necessary, 
as  well  as  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  for  their  appearing  and 
giving  testimony  at  the  trial  of  the  cause,  whose  testimony  in  his 
opinion  is  important  for  the  purposes  of  justice  at  the  trial  of  tlie 
cause,  and  is  in  danger  of  being  otherwise  lost ;  and  such  witnesses 
ehall  be  entitled  to  receive  from  the  United  States  the  usual  compensa- 
tion allowed  to  government  witnesses  for  their  detention  and  attend- 
wjce,  if  they  shall  appear  and  be  ready  to  give  testimony  at  the  trial." 
And  section  7  of  *'  An  act  to  regulate  the  proceedings  in  the  circuit 
and  district  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 
proved August  8,  1846,  as  follows,  viz :  . 

"  That  on  the  application  of  any  attorn^  of  the  United  States  for 
*ny  district,  and  upon  satisfactory  proof  of  the  materiality  of  any  per- 
8011  who  shall  be  a  competent  witness,  and  whose  testimony  shall,  in 
the  opinion  of  any  judge  of  the  United  States,  be  necessary  upon  the 
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trial  of  any  criminal  cause  or  proceeding,  in  which  the  United  States 
shall  be  a  party  or  interested,  any  such  judge  may  compel  such  per- 
son so  required  or  deemed  by  him  necessary  as  a  witness  to  give  re- 
cognizance, with  or  without  sureties  in  his  discretion,  to  appear  on 
the  trial  of  said  cause  or  proceeding,  and  give  his  testimony  therein ; 
and  for  that  purpose  the  said  judge  may  issue  a  warrant  against  such 
person  under  his  hand,  with  or  without  seal,  directed  to  the  marshal 
or  other  officer  authorized  to  execute  criminal  or  civil  process  in  behalf 
of  the  United  States,  to  arrest  such  person  and  carry  him  before  snch 
judge.  And  in  case  the  person  so  arrested  shall  neglect  or  refuse  to 
give  said  recognizance  in  the  manner  required  by  said  judge,  the  said 
judge  may  issue  a  warrant  of  commitment  against  such  person,  which 
shall  be  delivered  to  said  officer,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  convey  such 
person  to  the  prison  mentioned  in  said  mittimus  ;  and  the  said  person 
shall  remain  in  confinement  until  he  ohall  be  removed  to  the  court  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  his  testimony,  or  until  he  shall  have  given  the 
recognizance  required  by' said  judge. ' ' 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  law  could  not  be  made  more 
liberal  to  the  witness  without  liability  to  defeat  the  purposes  of  justice, 
and  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  subject. 


85th  Oonorbss,  )     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (   Report 
l8t  Session.     J  )  No.  274. 


SAMUEL  M.  PUCKETT. 


April  17, 1858.~Ordered  to  to  be  printed. 


Vr.  BnuNGHURST^  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary ^  to  wliom  was  referred  the  memorial  of 
Samuel  M.  Puckettf  of  Mississippi^  having  had  the  same  under  con* 
siderationy  beg  leave  respectfully  to  make  the  following  report : 

The  memorialist  refers  to  the  letter  of  Charles  B.  Penrose,  late 
Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  of  the  date  of  June  28,  1841,  appended  to 
his  memorial  as  exhibit  A,  and  makes  it  a  part  of  his  memorial. 
Upon  inspecting  that  letter,  two  lines  were  found  thoroughly  erased^ 
evidently  after  it  had  left  the  hands  of  its  author.  Your  committee 
applied  to  the  present  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  for  a  full  copy  of  the 
letter,  and,  having  obtained  it,  ascertained  that  the  lines  erased  were 
•8  follows,  viz : 

''  There  is  no  information  in  this  office  of  any  payment  ever  having 
been  made  by  Dr.  S.  M.  Puckett." 

This  discovery  was  very  well  calculated  to  excite  suspicion  that  the 
d&im  of  the  memorialist  was  not  altogether  meritorious. 

Tour  committee  further  report,  that  the  evidence  adduced  by  the 
memorialist,  and  appended  to  his  memorial  as  '^  Exhibits  C  and  D," 
the  first  bein^  a  certificate  of  the  clerk  of  the  probate  court  of  Neshoba 
county,  Mississippi,  that  ^'from  an  examination  of  the  records  he 
could  not  find  that  Wiley  P.  Harris  ever  owned  any  of  the  lands" 
described  in  the  memorial,  and  the  other  a  certificate  of  the  register 
of  the  land  office  in  which  the  lands  are  situate,  stating  who  entered 
said  lands,  none  of  the  lands  being  entered.  This  evidence  is  all  very 
tell,  as  &r  as  it  goes,  but  is  not  complete  to  show  that  Harris  did 
xiot  own  the  land,  or  such  an  interest  therein  as  to  be  the  subject  of 
levy  and  Rale.  He  may  have  owned  all  this  land  by  a  good  and  valid 
title,  the  evidence  of  which  he  had  never  put  on  record. 

Aeain,  the  memorialist's  case  is  defective  in  not  showing  that  he 
Uurcnaaed  the  lands  at  the  marshal's  sale.  Among  the  papers  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  was  a  letter  of  Dr.  Puckett,  dated  May  16, 
1866,  addressed  to  Dr.  William  M.  Gwin,  which  the  committee  sent 
to  Senator  Gwin,  and  reoeived  his  answer  thereto,  under  date  of 
l^ebniAry  4, 1868,  both  of  which  precede  this  report.  Dr.  Gwin  states 
in  that  letter  that  the  property  sold  by  him  as  marshal  was  '^  pur- 
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chased  in  part  by  Dr.  Puckett,  as  stated  in  his  letter."  There  is  no 
other  evidence  of  purchase  by  Dr.  Puckett.  Nor  is  there  any  evidence 
that  the  marshal  has  not  executed  a  deed  to  the  purchaser,  whoever 
he  was  ;  in  fact,  Dr.  Gwin,  in  his,  letter,  states  that  '^  the  deed  for 
the  land  is  probably  in  existence." 

The  memorialist  offers  as  evidence  that  he  paid  about  the  sum  of 
$5,000,  and  that  the  sum  passed  into  the  United  States  Treasury,  less 
the  costs,  a  Ji.  fa.  and  venditioni  exponas^  with  the  returns  of  the 
marshal  thereon  endorsed.  The  Ji.  fa.  was  issued  against  John  E. 
Richardson,  Samuel  M.  Puckett,  and  John  S.  Gooch.  It  appears  by 
the  marshal's  return  that  he  levied  upon  certain  negroes,  but  it  does 
not  appear  whose  property  they  were ;  and  that  he  sold  them  for 
$2,619  63,  and  applied  on  costs  $247  71,  leaving  to  credit  of  judgment 
$2,371  92.  It  further  appears  that  the  venditioni  exponas  was  issued 
against  the  last  three  named  persons  and  Thomas  J.  Coffee  and 
William  H.  Shelton,  as  sureties,  for  the  sale  of  two  slaves  as  the 
property  of  Thomas  J.  Coffee.  Puckett's  written  consent  to  time  and 
place  of  sale  is  endorsed  thereon.  The  marshal's  further  return  shows 
that  the  last  named  property  was  sold  by  the  sheriff  of  Rankin  county, 
and  applied  to  executions  in  his  hands  on  older  judgments.  This  is 
the  only  evidence  before  the  committee  of  payment  by  anybody,  and 
it  certainly  falls  far  short  of  satisfying  the  committee  that  the  memo- 
rialist has  paid  anything. 

The  committee  arrive  at  the  following  conclusions : 

1.  It  does  not  appear  that  Harris  was  not  the  owner  of  the  lands 
sold. 

2.  It  does  not  satisfactorily  appear  that  Dr.  Puckett  was  the  pur- 
chaser of  those  lands. 

3.  If  he  was  the  purchaser,  it  does  not  appear  that  he  has  paid 
anything. 

4.  If  he  paid  anything,  he  was  bound  to  know  upon  what  consid- 
eration he  paid  it.  A  purchaser  at  a  marshal's  or  sheriff's  sale  pur- 
chases at  his  own  risk. 

6.  The  government  is  not  bound  by  representations  of  a  marshal 
at  a  sale  of  property  as  to  the  validity  of  title. 

They,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  memorialist  be 
not  granted. 


The  hofu/rable  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled : 

The  memorial  of  Samuel  M.  Puckett,  a  citizen  of  Rankin  county^  in 
the  State  of  Mississippi,  respectfully  represents :  That  in  October,  1837, 
William  M.  Gwin,  late  United  States  marshal  in  the  State  of  Mis- 
sissippi, by  virtue  of  a  distress  warrant  from  the  United  States 
Treasury  Department,  sold  a  large  amount  of  property,  represented  by 
said  marshal  to  be  the  property  of  one  W  iley  P.  Harris,  who  was 
late  register  of  the  land  office  at  Columbus,  Mississippi,  amounting  to 
about  ibrty-nine  thousand  dollars,  ($49,000,)  as  will  more  fully  appear 
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>j  refereDce  to  the  letter  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
kates,  under  date  of  28th  June,  1841,  and  signed  Charles  B.  Penrose, 
Lud  hereunto  annexed,  marked  exhibit  **  A,"  and  made  part  of  this 
nemorial. 

Menoorialist  states  that  he,  together  with  one  John  E.  Richardson, 
low  deceased,  became  the  purchasers  of  a  large  tract  of  land  at  said 
ale,  to  wit:  the  southwest  quarter  and  the  west  half  of  southeast 
|uarter,  section  eight ;  the  southeast  quarter  and  the  east  half  of  the 
lorthwest  quarter,  section  seventeen,  and  all  of  section  twenty ;  the 
lorthwest  quarter  of  section  twenty-nine,  the  south  half  and  the 
aortheast  quarter  of  section  thirty,  and  the  northwest  quarter  and  the 
Mwt  half  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  thirty-one,  township 
eleven,  range  eleven  east,  in  Neshoba  county,  in  said  State,  contain- 
ing in  all  about  one  thousand  eight  hundred  acres  of  land.  That  for 
md  in  consideration  of  said  purchase  three  promissory  notes  were 
executed  by  the  said  John  E.  Richardson,  with  your  memorialist  and 
one  John  8.  Gooch,  for  the  sum  of  ten  thousand  six  hundred  and 
eighty-nine  dollars  and  forty-one  cents,  ($10,689  41,)  payable  to  the 
United  States  at  one,  two,  and  three  years.  That  subsequently  suits 
were  instituted  in  the  United  States  district  court  at  Jackson,  Mis- 
sissippi, upon  said  promissory  notes,  and  judgments  obtained  against 
the  makers  ;  and  that  your  memorialist  paid  upon  said  judgments,  to 
the  United  States  marshal  aforesaid,  William  M.  Gwin,  about  the 
sum  of  five  thousand  dollars,  (the  other  parties  to  the  judgments 
being  insolvent,)  which  said  sum  of  money  passed  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States,  (after  paying  cost  of  suits,)  as  will  more  fully 
appear  by  reference  to  exhibit  **  B/'  hereunto  annexed  as  part  of  this 
memorial. 

Memorialist  states  that  subsequent  to  the  payment  of  the  money 
upon  said  judgments  to  the  marshal^  he  ascertained  that  the  lands 
herein  described,  and  for  which  he  had  paid  part  of  the  purchase 
money,  and  were  sold  to  said  John  E.  Richardson  and  memorialist, 
honajide,  as  the  property  of  said  Wiley  P.  Harris,  was,  in  fact,  the 
property  of  other  persons  at  the  time  of  the  sale  thereof,  and  that 
Wiley  P  Harris  never  had  title  to  any  part  of  said  lands,  and,  con- 
sequently, no  title  could  pass  by  virtue  of  the  sale  by  the  United 
States  marshal  to  said  John  E.  Richardson  and  your  memorial- 
ist ;  that  said  sale  was  made  without  any  notice  of  defect  of  title, 
and  under  an  assurance  that  he,  the  said  William  N.  Gwin,  mar- 
shal, would  execute  and  deliver  to  them,  the  said  John  E.  Rich- 
ardson and  your  memorialist,  a  valid  title  to  all  of  said  lands 
at  a  future  day.  But,  so  it  is,  the  United  States  marshal  has 
&iled  to  make  such  title  to  said  lands,  or  any  part  thereof,  as  by 
the  terms  of  the  sale  he  undertook  to  make,  nor  did  he  ever  make  any 
conveyance  or  deed  of  said  lands  to  the  purchasers,  either  at  the  time 
of  the  sale  thereof  or  at  any  subsequent  time,  nor  did  he  ever  put  the 
said  purchasers  in  the  possession  of  said  lands  so  sold  to  them,  but 
wholly  failed  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  sale.  Memorialist  offers 
exhibits  C  and  D  as  part  of  this  memorial — the  former  an  official  cer- 
tificate, with  seal  annexed,  of  the  clerk  of  the  probate  court  of  Ne- 
shoba county,  and  the  latter  the  official  certificate  or  abstract  from  the 
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register  of  the  land  office,  Columbus,  Mississippi.  Both  certificate! 
are  offered  as  evideuce  of  the  fact  that  *'  Wiley  P.  Harris"  Dever  had 
title  to  the  lands  described  in  this  memorial.  Your  memorialist,  there 
fore,  prays  that  special  relief  maybe  granted  to  him  in  the  premises; 
that  is  to  say,  that  a  special  act  may  be  passed  to  relieve  your  memo- 
rialist from  all  liability  to  pay  either  of  the  judgments  referred  to 
herein,  and  that  the  amount  of  money  already  paid  by  him,  as  appears 
by  the  returns  of  the  United  States  marshal,  &c.,  may  be  refunded  to 
your  memorialist,  and  legal  interest  thereon  from  the  18th  day  of 
May,  1840,  until  paid;  and  memorialist,  as  in  duty  bound,  will 
pray,  &c. 

SAMUEL  M.  PUCKETT. 
June  10, 1856. 


Ofpicb  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury, 

June  28,  1841. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  24th  instant  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury has,  with  its  enclosure,  been  referred  to  this  office. 

In  Dr.  Puckett's  report  to  you  he  states  that  he  became  the  pur- 
chaser of  a  large  tract  of  land  at  the  sale  of  Wiley  P.  Harris*  prop- 
erty, amounting  to  about  $12,000,  for  whirh  he  executed  three  notes, 
at  one,  two,  and  three  years  ;  that  the  government  had  sued  him,  and 
he  had  paid  one  of  the  notes  ;  to  do  which  his  property  was  sold  by 
the  maishal.  That  he  now  wants  to  get  his  purchase  rescinded,  to 
relinquish  the  lands  to  the  government,  to  be  released  from  the  pay- 
ment of  the  balance,  and  that  the  amount  paid  by  him  may  be  re- 
funded. 

In  reply  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  upon  a  careful  exami- 
nation of  the  records  and  files  of  this  office,  there  is  nothing  to  show 
that  Dr.  Puckett  was  one  of  the  purchasers  of  Harris'  property.  The 
mar&hal  in  his  report  to  this  office,  dated  October  4,  1837,  stated  that 
he  sold  Harris'  property  on  a  credit  of  one,  two,  and  three  years,  from 
the  Ist  of  October,  1837,  with  interest ;  that  the  sales  amounted  to 
about  $49,000,  but  the  names  of  the  purchasers  were  not  given. 

On  examining,  however,  the  reports  of  the  district  attorney,  I  per- 
ceive that  a  judgment  was  obtained  at  May  term,  1839,  on  the  note  of 
John  E.  Eichardson,  S.  M.  Puckett,  and  John  S.  Gooch,  for  $3,303  48, 
with  interest  from  the  16th  May,  1839,  and  $36  25  cost«.  Execution 
issued  and  in  the  hands  of  the  marshal. 

I  perceive  also  that  a  judgment  was  obtained  at  November  term, 
1839,  on  the  note  of  John  E.  Bichardson  and  others,  for  $3,393  77, 
with  interest  from  16th  November,  1839,  and  costs ;  execution  issued 
and  in  the  hands  of  the  marshal. 

I  also  perceive  that  on  the  14th  of  December,  1840,  William  M. 
Gwin,  marshal,  made  a  payment  of  $2,371  92,  with  the  receiver  at 
Jackson,  on  account  of  John  E.  Bichardson  and  others. 

In  regard  to  the  request  of  Dr.  Puckett  to  have  his  contract  rescinded. 
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and  the  amount  he  lias  paid  (if  any  such  payment  has  been  made) 
refunded,  upon  a  retransfer  of  the  property  purchased  to  the  govern- 
ment, I  have  to  say  that  no  authority  is  vested  by  law  in  this  office, 
nor  in  any  department  of  the  government,  to  consent  to  such  a  tran- 
saction. It  is  competent  to  CJoneress  alone  to  agree  to  it. 
Dr.  Puckett's  letter  is  herewiSi  returned  as  requested. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully, 

CHARLES  B.  PENROSE, 

Solicitor  of  the  Treasury. 
Hon.  John  Hendbrson, 

Undted  States  Senate. 


B. 


Unitbd^Statis,  ?  Judgment  May  15,  1839, 

John  E.  Richaedbon  ei  al.,  and  sureties.  )  ^^  ^  y 


Copy  of  alias  fieri  fajdojs  issued  in  the  above  stated  case  to  November 

term,  1840. 

Unitbd  States  op  America,      ) 
Southern  District  of  Mississippi,  J     ' 

The  President  of  the  United  States  to  the  marshal  of  the  Southern  Dis* 
trict  of  Mississippi,  greeting : 

Whereas  at  the  May  term,  1839,  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  United 
States  for  said  district  the  United  States  of  America  recovered  judg- 
ment against  John  E.  Richardson,  Samuel  M.  Puckett,  and  John  o. 
Gooch  ibr  the  sum  of  thirty-three  hundred  and  three  dollars  and  forty- 
eight  cents,  with  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  six  per  centum  per 
annum  from  the  15th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1839,  until  paid,  together 
with  costs  and  charges  by  said  plaintiffs  in  and  about  their  said  suit 
in  that  behalf  expended,  whereof  said  defendants  were  convicted,  as 
appears  to  us  of  record  ;  and  whereas,  on  the  11th  day  of  June,  A. 
D.  1839,  an  execution  of  fieri  facias  issued  from  our  said  court  directed 
to  the  marshal  of  said  district  for  the  amount  of  said  judgment,  in- 
terest^ and  costs  as  aforesaid,  which  execution  was  levied  on  certain 
property  of  said  defendants,  which  said  property  was  suffered  to  re- 
main in  possession  of  said  defendants  upon  executing  a  forthcoming 
bond,  according  to  law,  with  Thomas  J.  Coffee  and  W.  H.  Shelton  as 
security,  which  said  bond  was  returned  to  our  said  court  at  the  No- 
vember term  thereof,  A.  D.  1839,.by  the  marshal  aforesaid,  *  forfeited," 
and  thereby  has  the  force  and  effect  of  a  judgment,  according  to  the 
statute  in  such  case  made  and  provided,  as  well  against  the  said  sure- 
ties as  against  the  defendants  to  said  original  execution  for  said  debt, 
interest,  and  costs.     Now,  therefore,  you  are  hereby  commanded  as 
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before,  &c.,  that  of  the  goods  and  chattels,  lands  and  tenements,  of 
the  said  John  E.  Bichardson,  Samuel  M.  Puckett,  John  S.  Gooch, 
Thomas  J.  Coffee,  and  W.  H.  Shelton,  late  of  your  district,  you  cause 
to  be  made  the  amount  of  the  said  judgment,  interest,  and  costs,  so 
recovered  as  aforesaid,  also  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars 
five  and  one- third  cents,  including  the  costs  accrued  since  the  etna- 
nation  of  said  execution,  and  that  you  have  the  said  sums  of  moDej 
before  our  said  circuit  court  at  a  term  to  be  held  on  the  first  Monday 
of  November  next,  to  render  to  said  plaintiffs,  and  have  also  then  and 
there  this  writ. 

Witness  the  honorable  Roger  B.  Taney,  chief  justice  of  the  Supreme 

Court  of  the  United  States,  at  Jackson,  the  first  Monday  of 
r  -1  May,  A.  D.  1840,  and  in  the  sixty-fourth  year  of  the  inde- 
L  •    •-'   pendence  of  the  United  States.     Issued  the  16th  day  of  May, 

1840. 

WM.  BURNES,  Clerk. 
Per  SAM.  LAUGHMAN,  DepfUy  Clerk. 


[Clerk's  endorsement.] 

No  security  of  any  kind  to  be  taken. 


WM.  BURNES,  Clerk. 


[Marshal's  return.] 

Levied  the  within /./a.  on  the  4th  day  of  May,  1840,  on  the  fol- 
lowing named  negro  slaves,  to  wit:  Silva,  Martha,  Mary,  Henry, 
Willis,  Charlotte,  Dick,  Darcas,  Manirva,  Aleck,  Huldah,  Harriett, 
and  Bill,  and  sold  to  the  Mississippi  Union  Bank,  it  being  the  highest, 
best,  and  final  bidder. 

WM.  M.  GWIN,  Marshal 
Per  C.  G.  GILMER,  JDeptUy. 

[Marshal's  return.] 

Made  on  this/,  /a.,  18th  May,  1840,  $2,619  63,  and  applied  to 
cost  $247  71 ;  leaves  to  credit  of  judgment  $2,371  92. 

WM.  M.  GWIN,  Marshal. 
Per  C.  G.  GILMER,  Deputy. 

[Marshal's  return.] 

Levied  the  within  Ji.  fa.  on  the  26th  day  of  October,  1840,  on  the 
following  named  negro  slaves,  to  wit :  Margaret  and  Nedd^  as  the 
property  of  T.  J.  Coffee,  and  the  sale  of  said  property  has  been  post- 
poned until  third  Monday  of  December. 

WM.  M.  GWIN,  Marshal. 
Per  J.  MAGEE,  Deputy. 
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Copy  of  venditioni  exponas^  issued  in  the  above  stated  case^  to  May 

term,  A.  D.  1841. 

United  States  op  America,      \     . 
Southern  District  of  Mississippi^  \ 

The  President  of  the  United  States  to  the  marshal  of  the  Southern  Dis* 
trict  of  Mississippi y  greeting : 

We  command  you  that  you  expose  to  sale  those  goods  and  chattels, 
lands  and  tenements,  of  John  E.  Richardson,  Samuel  M.  Puckett, 
John  8.  Glooch,  (principals,)  Thomas  J.  Coffee  and  W.  H.  Shelton, 
(sureties,)  viz.  the  following  named  negro  slaves  to  wit:  Margaret 
and  Ned,  levied  on  as  the  property  of  Thomas  J.  Coffee,  which,  ac- 
cording to  our  command,  you  have  taken  and  which  remain  in  your 
hands  unsold,  as  you  have  certified  to  the  judges  of  our  circuit  court 
for  the  southern  district  of  Mississippi,  to  satisfy  the  United  of  Ame- 
rica, the  sum  of  thirty-three  hundred  and  three  dollars  and  forty-eight 
cents,  with  interest  on  the  same  at  the  rate  of  six  per  centum  per 
annum  from  the  15th  day  of  May,  1839,  until  paid,  and  the  sum  of 
twenty  dollars  and  thirty-seven  and  one-third  cents  for  costs  and 
charges  by  them  in  that  behalf  expended ,  whereof  the  said  United  States 
of  America  have  recovered  execution  against  the  said  defendants,  by 
rirtne  of  a  certain  judgment  in  our  said  circuit  court ;  and  that  you 
have  the  said  moneys  before  the  judges  of  our  circuit  court,  at  a  court 
to  be  held  at  Jackson,  in  and  for  the  district  aforesaid,  on  the  first 
Monday  of  May  next,  to  render  to  the  said  plaintiffs,  and  have  you 
then  and  there  this  writ. 
Witness  the  honorable  Boger  B.  Taney,  chief  justice  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  at  Jackson,  the  first  Monday 
[l  si   ^^  November,  A.  D.  (1841)  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
''     '■'   forty,  and  in  the  sixty-fifth  year  of  the  independence  of  the 
United  States,  issued  the  1st  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1840. 

WM.  BUBNES,  Clerk. 
Per  W.  H.  BBOWN,  Deputy  Clerk. 

[Clerk '■  endortement.] 

ThiB  execution  is  entitled  to  a  credit  of  $2,371  92,  paid  18th  May, 
1840,  (see  marshal's  return  on  Ji.  fa.j  No.  100,  to  November,  1840,) 
&Qd  no  security  of  any  kind  is  to  be  taken  for  balance  due. 

WM.  BUBNE8,  Clerk. 
Per  W.  H.  BBOWN,  Deputy  Clerk. 


Copy  of  consent  of  S.  M.  Puckett. 

United  States,        )  In  United  States  Circuit  CJourt— -Ft.  /a.  in 
vs.  >     United  States  Circuit  Court,  to  November 

fiicHARDsoN  &  Puckett.  )     term,  1840. 

I,  Samuel  M.  Puckett,  recjuest  and  consent  that  the  property,  real 
^^i  personal,  levied  on  by  virtue  of  said  fi.fa.,  shall  be  sold  in  front 
of  the  state-house  in  Jackson,  Mississippi,  July  3,  1840. 

S.  M.  PUCKETT. 


8  SAMUEL  M«   PUCKETT. 


[Manhal's  return.] 

The  within  described  property  was  sold  by  the  sheriff  of  Rankin 
county,  and  the  proceeds  applied  to  executions  in  his  hands  on  older 
judgments  than  this. 

F.  S.  HUNT,  Marshal. 


I,  William  H.  Brown,  clerk  of  said  circuit  court,  do  hereby  certify 
that  the  foregoing  four  pages,  and  what  is  contained  on  this  page, 
contain  a  full,  true,  and  correct  copy  of  alias  Jieri  facias  and  vendUioni 
eocponaSy  issued  in  case  therein  named,  together  with  marshal's  return 
and  endorsement  thereon,  as  the  same  now  remain  of  record  and  on 
file  in  my  office. 
In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the 
seal  of  said  court,  at  Jackson,  this  10th  day  of  June,  A.  D. 
[l.  s.]  1866,  and  of  the  independence  of  the  United  States  the 
eiij^htieth. 

W.  H.  BROWN,  CUrh. 
Per  T.  P.  WINDLEY,  Deputy  Ckrh. 


'o*^ 


0. 

Thb  Statb  of  Mississippi,  ) 
Neshoba  County.         ] 

I,  Milton  D.  Young,  clerk  of  the  probate  court  in  and  for  saiJ^ 
county,  do  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  the  records  in  mf 
office  and  cannot  find  record  that  Wiley  P.  Harris  ever  owned  any  oC 
the  following  lands,  to  wit :  8W.  J  and  W.  ^  of  8E.  quarter  sectioiB- 
8 ;  SE.  t  and  E.  I  of  NW.  quarter  of  section  17  ;  all  of  sectioim 
20  ;  NW.  t  of  section  29  ;  8.  |  and  NE.  J  section  30  ;  and  NW.  fc 
and  E.  ^  of  NE.  quarter  of  section  31,  township  11,  and  range  IB- 
east. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office,  at  Philadelphia,  this  th^ 
[l.  s.]     8th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1855. 

M.  D.  YOUNG,  Clerk. 


SAMUEL  M.   PUCKETT. 
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10  8AMUEL  M    PUCKETT. 


Brandon,  Missiseippi,  May  16, 1866. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  bought,  in  compaDj  with  the  late  John  E.  Bichardson, 
at  the  sale  of  Wiley  P.  Harris'  effects,  in  Brandon,  a  large  tract  of 
land  near  Philadelphia,  to  which  neither  of  us  ever  got  any  title,  nor 
had  Harris  any  right,  title,  or  claim  to  said  land.   This  sale  was  made 
by  you,  as  marshal  of  the  State  of  Mississippi,  by  some  arrangement 
made  between  you  and  Harris,  having  derived  your  authority  to  act 
from  instructions  received  from  the  general  government,  which  I  can- 
not explain.     I  paid  all  the  money  ever  paid  towards  this  land,  and 
got  no  title  ;  you  never  made  me  any  deed — never  put  me  in  posses- 
sion ;  nor  can  I  get  the  land  at  all.     I  have  made  application  to  the 
Court  of  Claims,  and  they  rejected  my  application  because  I  could  not 
make  them  understand  the  nature  of  my  claim.     I  have  now  had  pre- 
pared as  full  a  statement  of  the  case  as  I  can  get  made  out  from  the 
papers  I  can  get  access  to,  and  am  about  to  memorialize  Congress  for 
a  special  act  for  relief.     Still,  I  lack  your  explanation,  and,  wh  en  m 
memorial  shall  be  referred  to  a  committee,  I  desire  you,  if  you  please, 
either  to  appear  before  the  committee  or  send  your  statement,  fully 
explaining  the  nature  of  Harris'  default ;  your  authority  to  compro- 
mise ;  and  the  particulars  of  the  sale,  and  anything  else  you  maj 
deem  necessary  to  fully  lead  to  a  fair  understanding  of  the  case.    I 
ask  only  justice,  and  you  can  insure  that  by  complying  with  the  above 
request.   I  stippose  the  matter  will  be  referred  either  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims  or  the  Judiciary  Committee.    Mr.  Lake  is  on  the  latter, 
and  Governor  Quitman  on  the  former,  and  will  both  go  in  to  do  foi 
me  what  is  right.     Without  a  full  understanding  of  the  case,  on  such 
testimony  as  will  convince  them  of  the  justice  of  my  claim,  of  course 
they  will  not  urge  it.     This  explanation  you  can  give. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

S.  M.  PUCKETT. 

Dr.  W.  M.  GwiN. 


Senate  Chamber,  February  4,  1858. 
The  letter  of  Dr.  S.  M.  Puckett,  of  Mississippi,  which  has  been  laid 
before  me  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, refers  to  a  sale  of  the  property  of  Wiley  P.  Harris,  under  a 
distress  warrant,  issued  against  him  by  the  Treasury  Department, 
under  the  act  of  1820.  It  was  directed  to  me  as  marshal  of  the  dis* 
trict  of  Mississippi,  and  under  its  authority  I  levied  upon  property  of 
Harris'  in  various  parts  of  the  State,  whion  was  subsequently  sold  at 
marshal's  sale  and  purchased  in  part  by  Dr.  Puckett,  as  stated  in  his 
letter.  I  cannot  pretend  to  give  a  correct  history  of  the  proceed- 
ing, unless  I  had  the  record  before  me.  The  sale  was  made  with- 
out any  guarantee  of  title,  which  is  the  cause,  I  presume,  that  Dr. 
Puckett  has  been  unable  to  get  redress  in  the  Court  of  Claims.  The 
deed  for  the  land  is  probably  in  existence,  and  was  not  called  for,  as 
the  payments  were  in  instalments,  and  the  last  I  believe  were  never 
paid.  I  have  no  doubt  Dr.  Puckett  never  received  any  consideration 
for  the  money  he  paid,  without  knowing  whether  he  could  or  could 


SAMUEL  M.   PUCKETT  11 

;et  a  title  to  the  land,  or  that  Harris  had  any  title  in  it  to  sell, 
kct,  I  have  purposely  failed  to  read  any  paper  in  the  case,  except 
etter  of  the  16th  of  May,  1856,  addressed  to  me,  from  the  con- 
on  that  I  was  liable  to  commit  some  mistake,  without  the  records 
;h  are  in  existence  were  before  me.  If  my  statement  of  the  fact, 
hich  I  have  no  doubt,  that  Dr.  Puckett  received  np  value  for  the 
ey  he  paid  to  the  United  States,  will  have  any  weight  with  the 
nittee  in  granting  him  relief,  I  shall  be  rejoiced  at  it^  for  I  should 
lad  to  serve  him  in  the  matter,  if  I  could. 

WM.  M.  GWIN. 


35iH  OoKOBBSs, )    HOUSE  OF  REPBESENTATITES.    C  Rhpoet. 
IstSeuion.     $  ^  No.  276 


WM.  A.  FORWARD,  ASSIGNEE  OF  JOSEPH  S.  SANCHEZ. 


April  17,  1858. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Miles  Taylor,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committte  on  the  Judiciary  have  had  the  claim  of  WiUiam  A. 
Forward,  assignee  of  Joseph  S.  Sanchez,  under  consideration,  and 
WW  report : 

That  the  claim  is  based,  substantially,  on  the  same  grounds  with 
that  presented  by  Mr.  B.  T.  Birchett,  assignee  of  Thomas  H.  Duval, 
and  heretofore  reported  on  by  this  committee,  and  that  your  committee 
beg  leave,  for  the  reasons  assigned  in  the  report,  and  the  supplemen- 
tary report  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Birchett,  to  recommend  that  the  claim 
be  rejected. 


»TH  CoNQBESs,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
l9t  Session.     J  {  No.  276. 


HENRY  KING— REPRESENTATIVES  OF. 

LTo  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  496.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Kr.  (  LAWSON^  from  the  Committee  on  Revolationary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Hie  Committee  on  RewAutionary  Claims j  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  me- 
morial, dc.f  of  the  representatives  of  Henry  King,  deceased,  Jor  pay- 
ment of  arrears  due  him  for  services  in  the  revolutionary  war,  present 
the  following  report: 

It  appears  from  the  memorial,  and  is  satisfactorily  shown  by  the  ao- 
ompanying  papers,  that  a  claim  for  arrears  of  pay  aue  the  late  Henry 
Ung,  late  of  Kentucky,  for  services  in  the  war  of  the  revolution,  first 
18  sergeant  in  a  Maryland  regiment,  then  as  commissary's  clerk,  and 
tnally  as  assistant  commissary  of  issues^  was  presented  by  him  to  Con- 
rress  in  1794,  and  proven  by  annexed  vouchers  to  be  justly  due  for 
ne  sum  of  £681  10^.  Z\d.  The  committee  at  that  time  reported  that 
he  petitioner  had  an  autnentic  and  well  attested  claim  upon  the  United 
itates,  but  not  having  made  a  timely  presentation  of  it,  the  act  of 
>ongress  of  July  23,  1788,  was  a  bar  to  its  admission.  They  lamented 
hat  any  obstacle  should  arise  to  prevent  the  immediate  adjustment  of 
i  claim  which  appeared  to  be  sanctioned  by  every  equitable  and  just 
mdple. 

Nothing  was  done  at  that  session  further  in  the  case,  and  King  being 
I  resident  of  Kentucky,  then  and  for  many  years  afterwards  a  frontier 
Hate,  distant  from  the  seat  of  government,  the  claim  was  neglected 
ill  the  year  1817,  when  King,  having  been  pensioned  by  Maryland 
or  his  services  in  the  revolution,  again  visited  his  native  State,  and 
igain  applied  to  Congress  for  his  hard-earned  pay  which  had  been  so 
ong  withheld.  A  bill  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  that  year 
for  his  relief,  but  was  lost  in  the  Senate  for  want  of  time.  In  conse- 
luence  of  the  death  of  King  soon  after  that  time,  and  there  being  no 
administrator  to  his  estate  until  1835,  no  further  action  was  had  until 
after  that  year,  since  which  time  it  has  been  pressed  at  various  periods 
opon  the  attention  of  Congress.  An  able  and  very  favorable  report 
Was  made  on  the  claim  in  1845  by  Mr.  Jarnagin,  of  the  Senate.  It 
was  again  reported  by  Mr.  Dodge,  in  the  same  body,  in  1850,  and  again 


2  HENBT  KING. 

by  Mr.  Foot,  in  1852,  with  a  bill  which  passed  the  Senate  the  same 
year. 

The  committee  believe  that  the  act  of  1787,  which  prevented  the 
payment  of  this  claim  in  1794,  has  been  repeatedly,  and  very  properly, 
disregarded  by  Congress,  and,  considering  this  the  only  bar  to  the 
present  claim,  reporc  the  accompanying  bill,  being  the  principal  only 
of  the  debt  acknowledged  by  Congress  in  1794  to  be  due  to  Mr.  King* 


35th  Congrhss,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
1^  Session.     \  \ 


No.  277. 


PRESBYTERIAN  CHURCH  AT  PRINCETON,  NEW  JERSEY. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  497.] 


April  17,  1868. 


Hr.  Clawson,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  BevoltUionary  Claims,  to  whom  was  re/erred  an 
application  of  (he  trustees  of  the  Presbyterian  church  at  JPrincetoUj 
asking  for  compensation  for  damages  done  to  said  church  during  the 
revolutumary  war,  make  the  following  report : 

The  application,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  is  eminently  a 
just  and  proper  one.  From  the  evidence  adduced  before  it,  it  is  satis- 
factorily proven  that  during  the  early  part  of  the  war  Ton  the  3d  of 
January,  1777,)  the  said  church  was  taken  possession  ot  by  the  con- 
tinental troops,  and  used  as  barracks  till  about  the  16th  of  June 
following  ;  that  on  the  1st  of  October,  of  the  same  year,  it  was  again 
taken  possession  of  and  occupied  as  a  hospital  bj  the  troops  for  more 
than  a  year ;  and  that  subsequently,  until  April,  1779,  said  church 
was  almost  constantly  occupied  by  parties  of  troops,  wagoners,  &c.; 
that  in  conseauence  of  the  occupancy  of  the  church,  as  aforesaid,  great 
damage  was  done  to  the  building  and  other  property. 

It  is  fnrther  shown  that,  some  time  in  the  spring  of  1779,  Messrs. 
Bnos  Kelsey,  Robert  Stockton  and  Thomas  Stockton,  distinguished 
officers  of  the  revolutionary  armv,  were  appointed  by  Charles  Petit, 
Deputy  Quartermaster  General  of  the  army,  to  assess  the  damage  done 
to  the  church  aforesaid,  by  reason  of  its  occupancy  as  an  hospital  and 
barracks,  who,  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1779,  made  their  award  in 
writing,  assessing  said  damages  at  £4,663  6«.  id.,  which  said  award, 
dated  as  above,  and  signed  by  Enos  Kelsey^  Robert  Stockton  and 
Thomas  Stockton,  accompanies  the  memorial  of  the  applicants. 

Your  committee  believe  that  no  part  of  said  sum  has  ever  been  paid 
to  the  trustees  of  said  church,  or  tneir  predecessors  in  office,  an^  that 
no  remuneration  of  any  kind  has  been  made  for  the  damages  sustained. 
The  above  award  was  made  in  New  Jersey  currency,  which  at  the 
time  had  so  far  depreciated  as  to  be  worth  but  £10  in  the  100.  Esti- 
mating it  by  this  rule,  it  amounts  to  but  the  sum  of  $1,163.  This 
the  committee  believe  should  be  paid,  and  accordingly  report  the 
accompanying  bill. 


35iH  OoNfiSKS,  )    HOUSE  OF  BEPRESENTATIYES.     (  Bbpokt 
IslSemon.     )  {Ko.278. 


MAJOR  JOHN  RIPLEY— HEIBS  OF. 

[To  aceomiMuiy  Bill  H.  R.  No.  49a] 


Apbil  17, 1868. 


I 


llr.  Obobob  Tatlor,  from  the  Committee  on  Bevolutionary  Claims^ 

made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Revdutionary  Olaima,  to  whom  were  referred  the 
petition  and  papers  ^of  the  heirs  of  Major  John  Bipley^  respectfully 
report: 

That  they  have  examined  this  case  careinlly,  and  they  unanimously 
concur  in  reporting  that  the  facts  set  forth  hy  the  petitioners  arefdlly 
sustained  by  the  evidence  on  file. 

Major  John  Ripley,  late  of  the  town  of  Windham,  in  the  State  of 
Gonnecticat,  was  commissioned  captain  in  the  continental  army  on 
the  6th  day  of  July,  1775,  and  served  as  such  in  Colonel  Jedediah 
Huntington's  regiment  in  the  war  of  the  revolution  until  the  18th  day 
of  December,  1775 ;  that  in  the  month  of  May,  1776,  he  was  ap- 
pointed as  captain  in  Colonel  Ward's  regiment,  and  continued  in  said 
'egiment  until  the  15th  day  of  February,  1777,  on  which  day  he  was 
Commissioned  by  the  continental  Congress  as  major.    He  was  afber- 
WardB  assigned  to  the  command  of  four  companies  in  the  continental 
army  under  the  command  of  Captains  Ebenezer  Mosely,  Asa  Einne^ 
Bensjah  Liffingwell,  and  Sanford  Eingsberry.     Major  Bipley  con- 
tinue in  the  service  as  such  until  June,  1778,  when  he  became  su- 
pernumerary on  the  reduction  of  the  regiments  in  the  Connecticut  line 
orom  six  to  two.     He  was  again  called  into  service  as  major  on  the 
llth  day  of  June,  1779,  and  continued  during  the  war. 

The  evidence  of  these  facts  is  found  in  the  depositions  on  file ;  but 
your  committee  rely  more  upon  the  record  of  the  services  of  the  Con- 
necticut officers  kept  by  the  State ;  a  certified  copy  of  which,  so  far  as 
llajor  Bipley's  services  are  involved,  is  also  on  nle  among  the  papers 
in  this  case.  From  this  record  every  important  allegation  in  the  peti- 
tion is  established,  not  only  the  dates  of  the  appointment  of  Major 
Hipley  and  the  term  of  service,  but  his  accounts  rendered  while  cap- 
tam,  and  while  major  acting  in  the  recruiting  service. 

Your  committee  therefore  report  the  following  bill,  giving  the  heirs 
of  said  Major  John  Ripley  the  nve  years'  commutation  pay,  as  provided 
V  the  act  of  March  22,  1783,  as  they  can  find  no  evidence  that  it  has 
«^er  been  paid. 


35th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     <    Report 
1st  Session.      ]  ^  No.  278^. 


ANDREW  RUSSELL— HEIRS  OF. 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  LovEJOY,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims ,  to  whom  was  referred  the  peti- 
tion of  the  heirs  of  Andrew  Btisselly  for  half-pay  cw  captain  in  the 
revolutionary  war,  heaving  considered  the  same,  make  the  foUomng 
report: 

Among  the  papers  placed  in  the  hands  of  your  committee,  as  proof 
of  said  claim,  were  two  from  the  State  Department — one  a  certified 
copy  of  the  oath  of  allegiance  of  the  said  Andrew  Russell,  the  other 
rtating  that  he  served  to  the  end  of  the  war.  This  seemed  conclusive, 
and  the  committee  ordered  the  claim  allowed.     On  personal  inspec- 
tion, however,  the  committee  ascertained  that  the  statement  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State  was  an  inference,  in  the  opinion  of  your 
Committee,  not  justified  by  the  facts.    These  facts  are,  that  he  became 
captain  on  the  12th  of  May,  1778,  and  that  on  the  14th  of  September 
in  same  year  he  was  left  out  as  major,  being  one  of  the  youngest,  and 
Was  retired  in  consequence  of  the  reduction  of  the  army.     There  is  no 
evidence  of  service  only  during  these  five  months.     A  communication 
from  the  Third  Auditor's  oflSce  has  the  following:  *'  He  (Russell)  is 
not  returned  as  having  been  entitled  to  half-pay  for  life,  nor  as  having 
received  commutation  of  five  years'  full  pay  in  lieu  thereof— a  right 
which  an  officer  could  only  acquire  by  serving  to  the  end  of  the  war, 
or  becoming  supernumerary  after  the  1st  of  January,  1781.     On  an 
application  to  this  office  in  1846  by  the  Hon.  Daniel  P.  King,  resort 
was  had  to  the  records  of  the  bounty  land  office  of  officers  entitled  to 
land,  on  which  Captain  Andrew  Russell  was  returned  as  supernu- 
merary on  the  30th  of  September,  1778."    In  another  communication 
the  same  officer  says:  ''I  also  ascertained  that  three  hundred  acres 
of  land  was  granted  to  his  only  heir,  Penelope  Harrison,  by  the 
United  States  in  1821  ;  but  the  papers  on  which  it  was  granted  fur- 
nish no  particulars  in  regard  to  his  service.     The  books  of  that  office 
aW  show  that  five  thousand  three  hundred  and  thirty-three  acres  of 
land  was  granted  to  him  by  the  State  of  Virginia  in  1774."   As  there 
is  no  evidence  only  of  an  inferential  character  that  he  served  only  five 
months,  the  committee  think  the  petitioners  not  entitled  to  anything 
for  the  services  of  the  said  Andrew  Russell,  and  recommend  that  the 
claim  be  disallowed. 


35th  Conorbss,  )     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,     t  Report 
1st  Session.     J  (  No.  279- 


BENJAMIN  WILSON— HEIRS  OF. 

[To  aooompanj  bill  H.  R.  No.  499.] 

April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Cox,  from  the  Committee  on  RevolntioDary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Ccmmtitee  on  Revdutumary  Claims ^  to  whom  toas  refetred  the 
memorial  of  the  legal  representatives  <(f  Colond  Benjamin  Wilson^ 
report  • 

The  memorial  of  the  children  and  other  heirs  of  Colonel  Benjamin 
Wilson,  late  of  Harrison  county,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  deceased, 
represent :  That  their  said  ancestor  entered  the  military  service  of 
that  State  (then  a  colony)  as  early  as  the  year  1774,  when  he  served 
as  lieutenant,  under  Gh)vernor  Dunmore,  against  the  hostile  Indians, 
and  that  he  continued  to  hold  commissions  in  the  State  militia,  rising 
through  the  successive  grades,  until  the  year  1795  ;  that  during  the 
period  of  the  revolution  he  was  frequently  in  active  service,  and  that 
after  the  close  of  that  contest  he  was,  from  time  to  time,  in  arms 
against  the  Indians,  until  the  frontier  was  quieted  hy  the  treaty  of 
Greenville,  in  1795,  about  which  time  he  resigned  the  commission  he 
had  held  since  the  year  1781  as  colonel  of  Harrison  county  militia. 

In  support  of  these  allegations,  the  memorialists  refer  to  the  his* 
tories  of  the  times,  in  which  Colonel  Wilson  had  obtained  such  repu* 
tatioQ  as  to  be  mentioned  by  name  with  high  commendation,  and  to> 
certain  documents  recovered  ftom  among  the  few  which  at  this  late 
day  remain  of  the  private  papers  of  the  deceased  veteran. 

The  memorialists  assimilate  the  services  of  their  ancestor  during 
the  revolution  to  those  of  the  officers  of  the  Virginia  State  and  con- 
^'nental  lines,  and  ask  an  allowance  equivalent  to  the  commutation 
<>f  half-pay  granted  to  those  officers. 

Although  the  evidence  produced  proves  much  of  the  service  alleged, 
*iid  the  committee  are  satisfied  by  the  hintorical  and  other  references 
that  all  of  it  was  performed,  they  are  not  prepared  to  recommend  the 
^tension  of  the  commutation  to  any  other  officers  than  those  to  whom 
*t  was  promised  by  the  resolutions  of  the  continental-  Congress,  and 
^nnot,  therefore,  report  a  bill  in  conformity  with  the  prayer  of  the 
Memorialists. 

With  regard,  however,  to  the  claim  for  services  rendered  subse^ 
^uently  against  the  Indians,  the  case  is  di£ferent. 
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It  is  historically  known,  that  from  the  commencement  of  the  rero- 
lution  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  of  Greenville,  the  western  frontier 
of  Virginia  was  harrassed  incessantly  hy  threatened  or  actual  Indian 
hostilities ;  and  Colonel  Wilson  was  undoubtedly^  from  his  military 
rank,  experience,  and  standing  in  the  community,  one  of  the  foremost 
in  the  defence  of  the  settlements.  Indeed,  it  is  stated  from  a  source 
of  unquestionable  authority,  that  his  residence  was  the  refuge  of  the 
surrounding  settlers  in  time  of  danger,  and  was  then  and  long  there- 
after known  as  "  Wilson's  fort." 

It  is  only,  however,  during  a  portion  of  this  period  that  the  services 
of  Colonel  Wilson  were  of  such  a  nature,  and  are  established  by  such 
evidence,  as  to  afford  ground  of  such  claim  as  can  be  recognized  by 
this  government  according  to  existing  practice. 

It  appears  from  original  instructions  now  produced,  signed  by 
General  Henry  Knox,  Secretary  of  War,  and  issued  on  the  13th  of 
April,  1790,  that  at  that  date  the  general  government  determined  to 
take  more  efficient  measures  for  the  relief  of  the  western  frontier,  and 
in  this  paper  directions  are  given  for  calling  into  service  portions  of 
the  militia  of  the  county,  for  stating  the  accounts  of  the  men  engaged, 
and  for  proving  their  service  in  such  form  as  to  obtain  payment  irom 
General  Harman,  or  the  commander  of  the  United  States  troops  on 
the  Ohio,  under  whose  direction  such  service  was  to  be  rendered. 
These  instructions  were  received  by  Colonel  Wilson,  as  proved  by  an 
endorsement  thereon  in  his  own  hand,  on  the  10th  of  August,  1790 ; 
and  it  further  appears  by  original  returns  made  by  him,  and  a  report 
signed  by  him  as  colonel  of  Harrison  county  militia,  that  scouts  or 
rangers  were  detailed  for  duty,  under  these  instructions,  at  various 
periods  from  that  date  to  December  2, 1792;  that  the  general  govern- 
ment assumed  payment  of  those  who  were  in  service  when  the  instruc- 
tions were  received,  respectively,  from  the  Ist  of  May,  1790,  a  date 
subsequent  to  that  of  the  instructions,  but  several  months  prior  to 
their  receipt  by  Colonel  Wilson,  and  that  the  last  payment  made  by 
him  was  on  the  17th  of  March,  1794. 

The  precise  nature  of  the  services  performed  by  Col.  W'lson  in  refer- 
ence to  these  details  is  not  established  fully  by  the  original  documents 
produced.  But  there  can  be  no  doubt^  from  the  manner  in  which  the 
returns  were  made  by  him,  and  from  the  fact  that  be  stated  the  accounts 
and  paid  off  the  men,  that  he  acted  under  the  instructions  above  men- 
tioned, and  discharged  all  the  duties  thereby  imposed. 

The  services  thus  rendered  appear,  in  every  respect,  similar  to  those 
performed  by  militia  officers  in  certain  cases  during  the  late  war  with 
Mexico,  '*in  organizing  volunteers,'*  which  have  been  |>aid  for  under 
the  general  acts  of  March  3,  1847,  (9  Siat.  206,)  and  June  2,  1848, 
(9  Stat.  236,)  and  the  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  services  of 
Col.  Wilson  should  be  remunerated  on  the  same  principle;  they 
therefore  report  a  bill  allowing  pay  from  the  date  when  he  received 
the  instructions  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  date  of  the  discharge 
of  the  last  detachment  of  militia  called  out  in  pursuance  thereof. 

This  period  is  little  more  than  half  that  which  would  be  arrived  at 
l)y  taking  lor  its  commencement  the  date  when  the  United  States  as- 
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snmed  payment  of  the  militia,  and  for  its  termination  the  date  of  the 
last  payment  made  by  Col.  Wilson  to  the  said  troops. 

Though  these  dates,  perhaps,  mark  strictly  the  beginning  and  the 
end  of  Col.  Wilson's  services,  as  proven  under  the  authority  of  the 
United  States,  yet  his  service  is  not  shown  to  have  been  continuous, 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  cannot  be  supposed  to  have  been  so. 
Payment  for  the  shorter  period,  therefore^  is  all  that  the  claimants 
are  entitled  to  expect. 


f 


! 


*«. 


35th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
l8t  Session.       J (  No.  280. 


DR.  BENJAMIN  CHAPIN— HEIRS  OF. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No,  560.] 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Cox,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Bevdutionary  Claims ,  to  w^om  had  been  referred  i?ie 
petition  of  the  legal  heirs  o/nd  administrator  of  Benjamin  uhapin^  de- 
ceased^ report : 

That  they  are  satisfied  that  said  Chapin  was  appointed  a  surgeon 
in  the  navy  of  the  revolution  in  1776,  and  served  as  such  until  1778, 
when,  in  consequence  of  exposure  and  severe  duty,  he  lost  his  health, 
and  died  shortly  afterwards,  while  absent  on  leave  and  while  yet  hold- 
ing said  post.    ' 

The  proof  of  service  and  death,  as  above,  is  unquestionable. 

In  our  opinion,  the  resolutioA  of  the  continental  Congress  of  the 
24th  August,  1780,  applies  to  this  case.  It  gives  the  seven  years' 
half-pay  to  the  widows  of  surgeons  who  die  in  tne  service,  and  in  case 
of  her  death,  to  the  orphan  children,  if  any. 

The  widow  is  deceased ;  the  children  are  living  ;  and  we  report  a 
bill  in  their  favor  similar  to  the  bill  found  in  vol.  6,  United  States 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  490,  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Dr.  Samuel 
Kennedy. 


3&IH  CoHGREss,  >    HOUSE  OF  BEPRESENTATIVES.     (    Report 


DR.  WILLIAM  RICKMAN— HEIRS  OF. 


APBa  17,  1858. 

Hr.  CcRBT,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

^  CommitUe  on  Bevdutionary  Claima^  to  whom  was  referred  the  pe- 
tiiion  of  the  heirs  of  Dr.  WUliam  JRickmany  asking  for  commutation 
pay  J  report: 

That  in  relation  to  the  claim,  it  appears  from  a  letter  from  the 
<rea8ary  Department  that  Dr.  Bickman  was  not  returned  as  being 
Entitled  to  compensation,  and  that,  on  the  20th  of  October,  1780, 
Congress  ordered  that  Dr.  iiickman,  in  pursuance  of  his  former  re- 
quest, be  left  out  in  the  new  arrangement  of  the  hospital  department. 
It  further  appears  that,  in  1783,  application  was  made  by  the  xoidow 
^f  Dr.  Bickman  to  the  legislature  of  Virginia  for  depreciation  pay 
^nd  bounty  land,  and  the  report  to  the  house  of  delegates  assumed 
that  Dr.  Bickman  had  resigned.     This  contemporaneous  construction 
^f  Dr.  Bickman's  act  and  intention,  sustained  by  the  letter  from  the 
treasury  Department,  brings  the  committee  to  the  conclusion  that 
t)r.  Bickman  resigned  his  position  in  the  army  ;  and  his  representa- 
tives are,  therefore,  not  entitled  to  commutation  pay. 

Two  adverse  reports  have  been  previously  made  on  this  application, 
Ind  the  committee  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  reso- 
lotion  : 

Besclvedy  That  the  prayer  of  the  petition  of  the  heirs  of  Dr.  Wil- 
uim  Bickman  be  rejected. 


35iH  OoNOREsa,  7   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Rrpom 
\d  Seation.     ]  \  Ho.   282. 


OBADIAH  HARDE8TY— HEIRS  OF. 


Apbil  17, 1868. 


Hr.  CuBBT,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolationary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Tie  Committee  on  Bevoluttonary  Claims^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the 
petition  of  the  heirs  of  Obadiah  Hardestj/j  report: 

That  there  is  no  satisfactory  evidence  of  such  service  by  said  Har- 
desty  as  would  entitle  his  heirs  to  the  allowance  of  their  claim. 
The  committee,  therefore,  report  adversely  and  ask  to  be  discharged. 


35th  CoNaRBSS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (   Report 
W  Session.     J  I  No.  283. 


WILLIAM  B.  GOODWIN,  HEIR  OF  FRANCIS  LE  BARON 

GOODWIN. 


April  17,  1858, 


Ur.  Curry,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

3'Ae  Committee  on  Bevdutionary  OlaimSj  to  whom  was  re/erred  the 
petition  of  William  B.  Ooodwin^  report : 

That  petitioner  claims  five  years'  full  pay,  or  the  commutation  in 
lieu  thereof,  for  the  services  of  Francis  Le  Baron  Goodwin,  who,  he 
alleges,  was  his  father,  and  served  to  the  end  of  the  revolutionary 
war  in  the  capacity  of  surgeon's  mate.  The  evidence  to  prove  the 
•enrice  is  very  slight,  consisting  of  the  certificate  of  one  John  Thacher, 
which,  in  the  form  presented,  and  unsustained,  is  hardly  satisfactory. 
A  letter  from  the  Third  Auditor  states  that  the  records  of  his  office 
furaish  no  information  of  the  length  or  character  of  the  service  ren- 
dered by  Mr.  Goodwin. 

Under  the  resolves  of  Congress,  surgeons'  mates  were  not  entitled 
to  half-pay  for  life,  or  a  commutation  of  five  years  in  lieu  thereof 
There  is  no  special  pre-eminence  in  the  character  or  value  of  such 
Bervices,  or  in  the  proof  accompanying  this  application,  to  require  a 
^taxation  of  the  general  rule  of  exclusion. 

The  committee,  therefore,  report  adversely  to  the  petition  of  Wm. 
B.  Gh)odwin. 

(See  Reports  of  Com.  1st  sess.  Slst  Cong.,  vol.  3,  No.  455.) 


35th  Congkbss,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
la  Session.     \  (  No.  284. 


JOHN  MoDOWELL— LEGAL  REPRESENTATIVES  OP. 


April  17, 1858. 


Hr.  CuRRT,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  BevoltUionary  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  (he  peti- 
tion of  the  representatives  of  John  McDowell ,  after  a  consideration  of 
the  same,  adopt  the  report  made  on  this  case  at  the  2d  session  of  the 
Vlih  Congress : 

The  petitiouers  ask  the  commatation  pay  ibr  the  services  of  John 
McDowell,  as  a  lieutenant  in  the  Virginia  continental  line,  from  1776 
to  the  close  of  the  war. 

It  appears  from  the  rolls  of  the  Virginia  line  that  John  McDowell 
waaan  ensign  in  the  12th  Virginia  ngiment,  ^t  its  first  organization 
in  December,  1776  ;  that  he  was  retained  in  service,  as  a  lieutenant,, 
at  the  arrangement  made  at  White  Plains,  in  September,  177S,  hav- 
ing been  promoted  to  a  lieutenancy  September  7, 1778 — the  12th  then 
becoming  the  8th  regiment ;  that  he  was  also  retained  in  service  at 
the  arrangement  at  Middlebrook,  in  March,  1779  ;  and  his  name  is  also 
found  among  those  of  the  officers  in  service  at  the  Chesterfield  ar- 
rangement, made  in  February,  1781.  But  his  name  is  omitted  on  all 
the  subsequent  arrangements  of  the  line  ;  nor  was  he  returned  as  en- 
titled to  bounty  land,  or  commutation,  at  the  close  of  the  war.  It 
appears  irom  the  Cumberland  arrangement,  made  in  May,  1782,  that 
McDowell  had  previously  resigned,  and  that  Mr.  Luddeman  had,  on 
the  15th  of  June,  1781,  been  appointed  lieutenant  in  his  place.  His 
lame  is  also  found  on  the  \\sio\  resigned  officers,  made  at  Cumberland 
X)urt-hou8e  September  2,  1782.— (See  report  436,  1st  sess.  26th  Con- 
gress; page  102.)  It  appears,  also,  that  on  the  18th  of  June,  1783, 
tiieutenant  McDowell  personally  settled  his  account  with  the  Virginia 
authorities,  and  received  pay  for  his  services,  ending  June  16,  1781, 
^hich  was  no  doubt  the  date  of  his  resignation. 

This  case  furnishes  a  striking  example  of  the  little  reliance  that  can 
)e  placed  on  parol  evidence,  recently  taken,  of  the  revolutionary  ser- 
ices  of  officers,  however  respectable  and  intelligent  the  witnesses  may 
•e.  There  are  produced  tne  affidavits,  taken  in  1831,  of  Colonel 
Abraham  Bowman  and  Colonel  Abraham  Buford,  of  the  revolutionary 
my,  which  are  very  strong  that  Lieutenant  McDowell  served  to  the 
nd  of  the  war.     Colonel  Bownan  says  that  he  commanded  the  8th 
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Tirginia  regiment  in  the  revolutionary  war,  was  well  acquainted  with 
Lieutenant  McDowell,  and  that  he  knows  said  McDowell  did  serve  to 
the  end  of  the  revolutionary  war — **  that  is  to  say,  he  was  either  in 
actual  service  or  on  furlough  until  the  war  closed,  in  1783,  and  that 
said  McDowell  was  entitled  to  his  commutation  certificates,  and  would 
have  gotten  them  had  he  applied  for  them."  If  t^iis  were  true,  would 
Lieutenant  McDowell,  in  1783,  have  been  content  to  accept  of  pay  for 
his  services  only  to  the  16th  of  June,  1781  ?  Moreover,  is  it  probable 
he  would  have  neglected  to  obtain  his  commutation  certificates,  if 
they  could  have  been  got  by  the  mere  asking  for  them?  Would  he 
have  been  entered  as  a  resigned  officer,  and  his  place  filled  by  another, 
if  he  had  served  to  the  close  of  the  war  ?  Probably  Colonel  Bowman 
thought  he  knew  the  facts  he  stated  ;  but  that  he  could  not  have  known 
them  personally  is  apparent  from  the  fact,  which  appears  from  the  rolls, 
that  he  was  himself  only  in  continental  service  for  a  short  period— 
from  some  time  in  1777  till  September,  1778.  On  the  arrangement 
at  White  Plains,  made  in  September,  1778,  the  name  of  Colonel  Bow- 
man is  entered  among  those  who  had  then  become  supernumerary, 
and  against  his  name  is  written,  **  supposed  will  resign."  That  he 
did  resign  there  is  very  little  doubt,  from  the  fact  that,  in  the  arrange- 
ment made  in  March  following,  his  name  is  not  mentioned  as  either 
in  service  or  as  supernumerary,  which  it  would  have  been  had  he  not 
resigned.  But,  whether  he  resigned  or' not,  his  service  terminated  in 
September,  1778,  and  he  could  not  have  had  accurate  personal  know- 
ledge afterwards  of  Lieutenant  McDowell's  service. 

Colonel  Buford  did  serve  in  the  continental  line  to  the  close  of  the 
war,  but  his  evidence  is  less  positive  than  that  of  Colonel  Bowman. 
He  says  he  knew  Lieutenant  McDowell  in  the  northern  army,  and 
that  he  continued  to  serve  in  the  continental  line  until  the  year  1780, 
when  he  joined  the  said  Buford's  regiment  in  Carolina  ;  that  the  said 
Buford  was  taken  sick  and  went  home,  in  the  year  1781,  and  left  said 
McDowell  in  service  ;  that  he  saw  him  no  more  until  November,  1781, 
after  the  surrender  of  Cornwallis ;  that  he  was  not  then  in  actual 
service,  but  belonged  to  the  army  ;  that  he  n^ver  heard  of  his  resign- 
ing, and  considers  he  did  serve  to  the  close  of  the  war,  in  1783. 
Though  this  affidavit  is  calculated  to  make  an  impression  that  Lieu- 
tenant McDowell  did  serve  to  the  close  of  the  war,  yet  it  will  be 
perceived,  on  examination,  that  we  have  only  to  suppose  that  Colonel 
Buford  might  have  been  mistaken  in  considering  McDowell  as  belong- 
ing to  the  army  when  he  saw  him  out  of  service  in  November,  1781, 
and  it  will  be  reconciled  with  the  record  evidence.  Colonel  Buford 
returned  to  Virginia  in  the  year  17^1,  but  at  what  time  in  1781  is  not 
stated.  It  might  very  well  have  been  previous  to  June  16th  of  that 
year,  when  McDowell  appears  to  have  been  in  service. 

On  this  evidence,  which  is  now  clearly  shown  to  have  been  inaccu- 
rate, Lieutenant  McDowell  was  allowed  the  full  pay  under  the  act  of 
Congress  of  May  15,  1828,  and  has  been  paid  from  the  treasury  over 
$3,000,  to  which  he  was  not  entitled. 

The  committee  recommend  that  the  claim  be  rejected. 


35th  Congress,  )     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
la  Session.      )  )  No.  285- 


LEGAL  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  CAPTAIN  DAVID  NOBLE, 

DECEASED. 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  No.  501.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr  Dawes,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims,  made  the 

•  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims ^  to  whom  was  referred  the  peti^ 
tion  of  the  heirs  of  Captain  David  Noble,  an  officer  of  the  revdution^ 
having  had  the  same  under  consideration,  report: 

That  this  claim  was  in  1841  presented  to  Congress.  The  Committee 
OD  Revolutionary  Claims  made  a  favorable  report,  and  recommended 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  petitioners.  A  second  find  third  like  reports 
have  been  made  to  this  House,  recommending  bills  for  the  relief  of  the 
petitioners,  followed  by  a  similar  report,  with  the  recommendation  of 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  petitioners  made  by  the  Senate,  all  of  the 
fonr  committees  of  the  two  oranches  of  Congress  coming  to  the  same 
conclusions  and  results. 

At  this  stage  of  the  case  Congress  referred  it  to  the  Court  of  Claims, 
and  the  claimants  preferred  their  petition  to  said  Court,  which  petition 
set  forth  the  interest  of  claimants  in  the  claim,  and  how  it  accrued, 
daiming  that  their  ancestor,  Captain  David  Noble,  was  commissioned 
bj  Congress  with  the  rank  of  captain  in  about  the  year  1775,  in  the 
continental  service  in  the  revolutionary  war,  and  served  therein  until 
his  death,  having  died  in  the  service,  which  occurred  in  the  month  of 
July,  1776,  leaving  a  widow  and  children  him  surviving.  The  widow 
l)eing  deceased,  the  orphan  children  become  entitled  to  the  seven  years' 
half-pay  promised  by  the  resolution  of  Congress  of  the  24th  day  of 
August,  1780.  ( 

Copy  cf  ordinance  of  August  24,  1780. 

^^  Resolved  J  That  the  resolutions  of  15th  May,  1778,  granting  half- 
pay  for  seven  years  to  the  officers  of  the  army  who  should  continue  in 
aervice  to  the  end  of  the  war  be  extended  to  the  widows  of  those  offi- 
oen  who  have  died  or  shall  hereafter  die  in  the  service,  to  commence 
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from  the  time  of  such  officers'  death,  and  continue  for  the  term  of  seven 
years ;  or  if  there  he  no  widow,  or  in  case  of  her  death  or  intermarriage, 
the  said  half-pay  he  given  to  the  orphan  children  of  the  officer  dying 
as  aforesaid,  if  he  shall  have  left  any ;  and  that  it  he  recommended  to 
the  legislatures  of  the  respective  States  to  which  such  officers  belong 
to  make  provision  for  paying  the  same  on  account  of  the  United 
States." 

That  after  a  hearing  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  the  Court  determine 
that  whatever  may  he  the  merits  of  the  claim,  it  is  barred  by  the  ope- 
ration of  the  several  resolutions  and  acts  of  Congress  referred  to  by 
the  Court  which  barred  said  claim,  to  wit :  the  resolves  of  the  2d  of 
November,  1785,  23d  July,  1787,  23d  March,  1792,  12th  February, 
1793,  and  which  are  called  acts  of  limitation. 

That  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  the  Court  of  Claims  made 
their  adverse  report,  (see  Calendar,  No.  108,)  which  was  placed  on 
the  calendar  of  the  House,  and  when  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  calendar  on  the  19th  day  of  February  last,  the  case  was  reached 
and  called,  when  the  adverse  report  of  the  Court  of  Claims  was  con- 
curred in,  without  being  read  or  stated,  or  any  explanation  made  88 
to  the  merits  of  the  claim.  The  House,  in  the  case  that  next  suc- 
ceeded it,  (No.  109,)  having  determined  not  to  allow  the  statute  of 
limitations  to  be  used  as  a  bar,  but  that  each  case  should  be  deter- 
mined upon  their  merits  ;  and  this  claim  being  of  a  like  character,  it 
is  now  presented  on  petition,  (referred  to  your  committee,)  praying 
for  examination  upon  its  merits,  with  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner 
that  the  acts  of  limitation  be  disregarded,  and  not  applied  in  bar 
against  this  claim. 

Your  committee,  considering  this  claim  to  be  a  proper  case  for  their 
consideration,  have  carefully  examined  the  evidence,  and  now  report 
to  the  House  the  facts  presented  to  them.  It  appears  by  a  certificate 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  of  March 
30,  1840,  that  from  an  examination  of  the  books  and  documents 
relative  to  military  services  in  the  war  of  the  revolution  in  his  depart- 
ment, the  name  of  David  Noble  is  borne  on  **  a  return  of  the  names 
and  places  of  residence  of  all  the  commissioned,  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  soldiers  which  have  enlisted  in  the  26th  regiment  of  foot, 
now  in  the  continental  service,  from  its  establishment,  together  with 
the  casualties  happened  in  the  same  service  to  this  day,  being  the  6th 
of  October,  1775,"  as  captain  froqi  Pittsfield. 

Solomon  Martin  testifies  that  he  was  well  acquainted  with  Captain 
David  Noble,  of  Pittsfield,  Berkshire  county,  Massachusetts,  and  was 
himself  second  lieutenant  under  Captain  Noble,  and  in  the  continental 
service  in  the  revolution  with  him  in  1775  and  1776 ;  that  he  was 
with  Captain  Noble  in  Cambridge,  and  in  New  York,  in  Canada,  and 
other  places  ;  that  he  returned  with  Captain  Noble  and  his  company 
from  Canada  to  Crown  Point  and  Ticonderoga,  where  Captain  Noble 
was  taken  sick,  atld  was  removed  in  a  boat  to  Skeensburg,  where  he 
died  in  the  service  in  the  summer  of  1776. 

The  credibility  of  this  witness  is  duly  certified,  and  further  sus- 
tained in  what  he  says  by  being  found  on  the  original  muster-roll  of 
Captain  Noble's  company,  on  file,  as  second  lieutenant.     In  further 
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lapport  of  Captain  Noble's  service  is  an  original  letter  from  him 
lated  at  Crown  Point  July  1,  1776,  to  his  wife,  and  addressed  to  her 
\a  follows:  **Mr8.  Ruth  Noble,  Pittsfield,  per  favor  of  Mr.  Cham- 

"  Crown  Point,  Jtdy  1,  1776. 
"  Dear  Wipe  :  I  would  inform  you  that  through  Divine  goodness 
am  alive  but  not  very  well,  for  by  reason  of  hard  fatigue  before  I 
lad  the  small-pox,  by  marching  and  unsuitable  diet,  the  distemper  has 
eft  me  in  a  poor  state  of  health,  though  I  had  it  very  light.  Ten 
lays  ago  I  was  sent  with  the  sick  from  Isle  Auxnaux  to  this  place, 
.nd  have  grown  more  poorly  than  better  since  I  came  here.  Our  army 
B  very  distressed  by  reason  of  the  small-pox  ;  we  have  had  four  thou- 
and  sick  at  once ;  I  have  not  lost  one  of  my  company  yet,  though  some 
lave  had  it  very  severe ;  Sergeant  Colefix  is  now  very  bad  and  it  is  doubt- 
ul  whether  he  ever  recovers.  I  had  two  men  taken  by  the  Indians  in 
Ifajor  Sherbern's  party,  which  are  redeemed  ;  and  one  Samuel  Merry 
>f  my  company  is  either  killed  or  taken  by  the  regulars  going  down 
m  a  raft  from  Montreal  to  Sorrel.  The  distresses  of  our  sick  is  so  un- 
iccountable  that  I  cannot  paint  it  out  by  pen  and  ink.  (All  my 
»mpany  have  had  it.)  If  it  was  not  for  the  danger  of  the  small-pox 
[  should  be  glad  to  have  brother  James  or  David  come  up  and  see  me, 
ind  bring  my  horse,  for  I  intend  to  try  to  come  home  if  I  remain  so 
poorly.  I  believe  that  one  of  them  may  come  safe  by  taking  good  care 
^hen  he  gets  here.  I  suppose  that  there  is  about  four  thousand  of  the  well 
\}{  our  army  at  the  Isle  Auxnaux,  and  whether  they  will  stay  there  or 
oome  here  I  ao  not  know.  Tell  Croner's  wife  that  he  has  had  the  small- 
pox, and  has  got  well  over  the  distemper,  but  he  has  had  the  misfor- 
tune to  have  it  fall  into  one  of  his  eyes  so  that  I  am  afraid  he  will  lose 
the  sight  of  one  eye.  He  remembers  his  kind  love  to  her  and  child  He 
intends  to  try  to  come  home  when  I  come  ;  he  cannot  write  for  want 
of  paper.  It  is  very  hard  living  ;  wine  one  dollar  per  quart ;  spirits 
one  dollar  per  quart ;  loaf  sugar  three  shillings  per  pound  ;  butter  one 
shilling  and  sixpence — nor  to  be  had  for  that;  no  milk.  All  the  above 
iLrticles  hardly  to  be  had.  Vinegar  three  shillings  per  quart.  I  shall 
write  no  more  at  present,  but  remain  your  loving  husband, 

''  DAVID  NOBLE,  Captain.'* 

This  letter  was  written  but  a  few  days  before  the  death  of  Captain 
Noble,  and  alludes  to  the  sickness  which  proved  fatal  to  him.  Captain 
Koble  sacrificed  his  entire  property,  as  well  as  his  life,  in  the  service 
of  his  country.  On  the  first  alarm  which  spread  through  the  coun- 
try, after  the  battles  of  Concord  and  Bunker  Hill,  he  raised  a  com- 
pany of  volunteers  in  Berkshire  county,  Massachusetts,  and  marched 
irith  them  as  far  as  Springfield  ;  afterwards,  with  his  own  means, 
purchased  **  one  hundred  and  thirty  stand  of  arms,"  new,  for  the 
iupply  of  his  company  ;  drilled  them  through  the  next  winter  ; 
•*  clothed  them  with  regimentals,  their  breeches  being  made  of  buck- 
akin,  their  coats  of  blue  turned  up  with  white;"  sent  from  Cana- 
bridge,  whither  he  had  gone,  ''  for  all  the  goods  that  remained  in  his 
Btore  at  home,  both  linen  and  woolens,  that  would  answer  for  soldiers' 


4  CAPTAIN   DAVID   NOBl^E. 

clothing."  "  We  harvested,"  says  his  son,  now  deceased,  in  a  letter 
written  in  1836,  '^  thirty  acres  of  wheat,  which  was  floured  and  sent 
to  Cambridge  the  next  winter,  all  excepting  what  our  families  use." 
**  My  father  sold  two  farms  in  Stephentown,  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  one  or  two  in  Pittsfield  about  the  same  time.  Those  in  the  State 
of  New  York  were  sold  in  1774,  which  enabled  him  to  supply  his  com- 
pany with,  their  arms  and  clothing.  The  reason  of  my  recollecting  the 
circumstance  of  my  father  selling  the  farms  in  the  State  of  New  York 
is,  that  the  man  who  bought  them  (their  names  were  Jones  and  David 
Green)  brought  his  money  in  gold,  quilted  around  every  piece  of  his 
underclothes,  which  took  my  aunt  some  time  to  rip  the  gold  pieces  ont. 
He  then  went  to  Philadelphia  and  bought  the  deer  skins  or  leather, 
and  at  the  same  time  hired  a  breeches  maker,  and  the  breeches  were 
all  made  up  at  our  house." 

The  present  application  is  not  for  nemuneration  for  the  property 
thus  patriotically  sacrificed,  but  simply  for  the  redemption  of  the 
pledge  of  the  government  that  the  widow  and  orphan  children  of  sach 
officers  as  died  in  the  service  should  be  entitled  to  seven  years'  half- 
pay.  The  committee  believe  that  pledge  should  be  redeemed,  and  re- 
port a  bill  accordingly. 
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JOHN  B.  HAND— HEIRS  OF. 

[To  accompany  Bill  S.  136.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Q-REBNWOOD,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  rm  Indian  Affairs j  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
and  papers  of  John  B.  Hand,  of  Miadasippij  make  the  following 
report: 

Mr.  Hand  became  the  purchaser  of  certain  Indian  reservations 
Qttder  the  treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  creek,  and  paid  to  the  Indians, 
AocordiBg  to  contract,  fifty  cents  per  acre  for  the  land  so  purchased. 
Afterwards,  the  President  of  the  United  States  (Q-eneral  Jackson) 
directed  the  patents  to  be  withheld  until  said  Hand  should  pay  an 
Additional  sum  of  seventy-five  cents  per  acre.  This  Hand  agreed  to 
do.  In  December,  1838,  A.  A.  Kincannon,  esq.,  was  appointed  an 
agent  by  the  President  to  investigate,  adjust,  and  settle  the  matter  in 
dispute,  growing  out  of  the  purchase  of  these  reservations.  To  this 
agent  Hand  paid  the  additional  seventy-five  cents  per  acre,  and  Kin- 
cannon  reported  the  payment  to  the  department.  He  failed,  however, 
to  account  for  the  money,  and  subsequently  died  insolvent.  The  de- 
partment refused  to  acknowledge  the  validity  of  the  payment,  and  re- 
quired Hand  again  to  pay  seventy-five  cents  per  acre  for  the  land, 
which  he  did,  protesting  that  it  was  unjust.  The  official  correspond- 
eDce  exhibits  the  facts  that  Kincannon  was  the  agent  of  the  govern- 
ment ;  that  he  received  the  money,  a  part  on  the  6th  of  February, 
1840,  and  the  balance  on  the  22d  February,  1841,  and  that  no  objection 
was  made  to  its  reception  until  March,  1843.  Then,  for  the  first  time, 
the  Secretary  of  War  notified  the  agent  that  the  currency  in  which 
the  payment  was  made  had  depreciated,  and  that  the  government 
would  Aot  receive  it.  The  committee  think  the  last  payment  was  im- 
properly demanded,  and  report  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  petitioner. 

An  official  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  is  ap- 
pended to  this  report^  as  follows : 
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Department  of  the  Interxor, 
Office  of  Indian  Affairs^  February  11,  1851 

Sir:  Iq  respect  to  the  claim  of  the  heirs  of  John  B.  Hand,  decea 
to  have  refunaed  to  them  the  sum  of  one  thousand  three  hundred 
forty  dollars,  ($1,340,)  that  being  the  aggregate  amount  paid  on 
6th  of  February,  1840,  and  the  22d  of  February,  1841,  to  Col 
Andrew  A.  Kincannon,  commissioner  appointed  to  certify  Cho< 
contracts  for  the  sale  of  their  reserves  under  the  treaty  of  1830, 
which  money  was  never  paid  into  this  office  by  Colonel  Eincanno 
have  the  honor,  in  compliance  with  your  request,  to  state  as  folic 

I  find  upon  examination  of  the  papers  in  the  cases  of  <'  Lon 
'^Eashanohla/'  and  ^^Nahomastubbee"  reserves,  under  the  ninete 
article,  and  **Hopcan-che-hubbee,"  under  the  supplement  to  the  al 
mentioned  treaty,  that  Colonel  Eincannon  acknowledges,  in  his  re 
and  letters,  the  receipt  of  the  following  sums  from  John  B.  Hand, 
then  claimant  by  purchase  from  the  original  grantees,  being 
amounts  necessary,  m  addition  to  the  sums  satisfactorily  showi 
have  been  paid,  to  make  up  the  minimum  price  of  |1  25  per  acre, 

1.  For  Louie's  reserve,  in  addition  to  the  $240  proved  to  have 

been  paid \ 

2.  For  Easnanohla's  reserve,  in  addition  to  the  $100  proved  to 

have  been  paid 

3.  For  Nahomastubbee's  reserve,  in  addition  to  the  |80  proved 

to  have  been  paid 

4.  For  Hop-can-che-hubbee's  reserve,  in  addition  to  the  $640 

provea  to  have  been  paid 

Total 1, 

This  money  having  been  paid  in  a  depreciated  currency,  the  Se 
tary  of  War  decided,  in  March,  1843,  that  as  a  condition  precec 
to  the  approval  of  the  deeds,  the  purchasers,  or  their  assignees,  sh( 
pay  into  this  office,  in  specie  or  its  equivalent,  the  several  sums  al 
named,  as  required  by  Colonel  Eincannon  under  the  decision  of  Pi 
dent  Jackson  that  Choctaw  Indian  reserves  should  not  be  sold  b€ 
the  minimum  price  of  $1  25  per  acre. 

To  enable  the  purchasers  to  comply  with  this  requirement,  Col( 
Eincannon  was  reauested  to  return  the  money  deposited  with  hit 
the  depositors ;  and,  on  the  10th  of  March,  1843,  he  acknowled 
the  receipt  of  the  letter  communicating  the  Secretary's  decision,  pr 
ising  to  attend  to  the  matter  without  unnecessary  delay  ;  but  notw 
standing  this  promise,  nothing  further  was  ever  heard  from  hin 
the  subject,  and  it  is  now  understood  that  he  died  several  years 
entirely  insolvent. 

The  heirs  of  John  B.  Hand,  therefore,  in  compliance  with  the 
quirements  of  the  department,  paid  the  money  into  this  office,  throi 
tneir  attorney,  John  J.  McBae,  esq  ,  and  the  deeds  were  approved 
the  President  on  the  1st  of  Mai-ch,  1845,  as  follows : 

The  sale  of  the  NE.  and  NW.  quarter  of  section  17, 3, 1 5eastb€ 
the  land  reserved  to  Louie,  to  James  B.  Trotter. 
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The  sale  of  Kashanohla's  reserve  the  S£.  quarter  of  section  6,  3^  15 
east,)  to  Joseph  B.  Earle  and Thompson  ;  and 

The  sale  of  Nahomastubbee's  reserve  (the  SW.  quarter  of  section  8, 
3,  16  eastj)  to  Joseph  Kemp— the  patents,  in  each  case,  to  issue  in  the 
name  or  names  of  the  original  purchasers,  in  trust  for  the  legal  rep- 
resentatives of  John  B.  Hand,  deceased. 

The  sale  of  Hop-can-che-hubbee's  reserve,  which  was  located  on 
sections  17  and  18,  and  lots  1  and  2  of  section  20,  in  township  3,  of 
range  15  east,  to  Joseph  B.  Earle,  was  also  approved  on  the  same  day, 
with  the  proviso  that  the  patent  should  issue  to  Earle  in  trust  for  the 
use  of  the  legal  representatives  of  John  B.  Hand  and  C!olonel  Alexan- 
der Trotter^  according  to  their  respective  legal  rights  under  convey- 
ances from  Earle. 

The  petition  of  James  M.  Hand,  and  the  accompanying  papers,  are 
herewith  returned. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHARLES  E.  MIX, 

Acting  Oammissumer. 

Hon.  A.  G.  Brown, 

Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  U.  8.  Senate. 


■1 
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8.  W.  AND  A.  A.  TURNER. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  502.] 


April  17, 1858. 

Mr.  HoRTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post   Roads, 

made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  on  Post  Office  and  Post  Boads^  to  whom  was  referred 
thepetiiion  of  AC.  W.  and  A.  A.  Turner,  report : 

This  claim  is  for  compensation  for  transportation  of  the  United 
States  maiLsy  in  steamboats,  between  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Detroit, 
Michigan,  and  the  several  post  offices  on  Lake  Hnron  and  Lake 
Superior,  daring  the  years  from  1851  to  1857,  both  inclusive,  viz  : 
From  Detroit  to  Sault  St.  Marie,  500  miles,  and  back,  sum- 
mer of  1851 27  trips. 

From  Detroit  to  Sault  St.  Mario^  dOO  miles,  and  back,  sum- 
mer of  1852 25     " 

From  Detroit  to  Sault  St.  Marie,  500  miles,  and  back,  sum- 
mer of  1853 29     " 

From  Detroit  to  Sault  St.  Marie,  500  miles,  and  back,  sum- 
mer of  1854 26    " 

From  aeaveland  to  Sault  St.  Marie,  1864 9    " 

From  Cleaveland  to  La  Pointe,  1,100  miles,  1855 34    ^^ 

From  Cleaveland  to  La  Pointe,  1,100  mUes,  1856 15     ^< 

Making 166  trips. 

For  which  $125  per  round  trip  is  charged,  amounting  to  |20,625  ; 
«id  from  Cleaveland  to  Superior  City,  about  1,200  miles,  and  back, 
daring  the  summer  of  1867,  16  trips,  at  $200  per  trip— $3,200  ; 
making  a  total  of  $23,825. 

It  appears  from  a  statement  furnished  by  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, in  answer  to  a  call  from  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  that 
trior  to  1852  there  was  no  contract  in  existence  for  the  service  on 
Lake  Superior,  but  in  June  of  that  year  the  postmaster  of  Sault  St. 
Marie  was  authorized  to  engage  steamboat  service  between  his  office 
and  Ontonagon,  including  the  supply  of  intermediate  offices,  at  $1& 
pc^  trip.  Under  this  arrangement  the  claimants  appear  to  have  re-* 
^ived  $1,410,  and  for  this  special  service  no  further  charge  is  made, 
and  that  item  is  not  included  in  this  claim. 
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In  May,  1856,  the  claimants  were  offered  |50  per  trip  to  carry  the 
mail  between  Cleaveland  and  Ontonagon  three  times  a  week.  They 
claim  to  have  performed  fifteen  trips  during  that  season,  but  have 
received  no  pay.  They  claim  $125  per  trip,  which  the  department 
declines  to  admit. 

It  does  not  appear  from  the  statement  from  the  department  that 
any  portion  of  the  service  for  which  compensation  is  now  claimed  hafr 
been  paid  for,  and  the  committee  are  entirely  satisfied  that  such  pay- 
ment has  never  been  made. 

The  actual  performance  of  the  service  seems  to  be  fully  proved  by 
the  affidavits  of  the  masters  of  the  several  steamboats  engaged  in  it, 
and  the  certificates  of  postmasters. 

Benjamin  G.  Sweet  deposes :  That  he  was  master  of  the  steamer 
"  Northerner*'  from  the  spring  of  1851  to  the  close  of  1853,  and  of  the 
**  North  Star"  from  September,  1854,  to  the  close  of  1856,  and  that 
these  vessels  performed  the  service  for  which  payment  is  claimed.  He 
states  that  **  the  mails  were  put  on  board  at  Detroit  by  the  employees 
of  the  post  office  at  that  place,  and  received  by  the  postmasters  at  the 
other  points,  who,  in  return,  made  up  and  redelivered  the  way  mail, 
which  was  changed  at  each  office  west  of  the  Sault." 

He  states  the  usual  quantity  of  bags  each  trip,  for  each  boat,  from 
13  to  20,  and  in  the  fall  and  spring  a  much  larger  number,  making 
the  average  for  the  season  as  high  as  20  bags  per  trip  ;  that  the  mail 
bags  were  put  in  the  baggage-room,  in  charge  of  the  porter,  and  took 
up  a  large  amount  of  room  that  might  have  been  profitably  employed; 
that  it  was  sometimes  necessary  to  deliver  the  mails  in  a  boat,  because 
of  the  danger  and  difficulty  of  getting  into  the  harbor. 

The  most  abundant  evidence  of  the  performance  of  the  service  is  to 
be  found  in  the  testimony  of  Captain  John  Wilson,  confirmed  by  the 
testimony  of  E.  P.  Dorr.  Captain  Wilson  was  engaged  in  similar 
service,  and  at  the  times  in  which  this  service  is  alleged  to  have  been 
performed.  His  evidence  is  so  full  in  relation  to  the  service,  its  risks, 
and  its  value,  that  your  committee  propose  to  make  it  a  part  of  their 
report,  and  hereto  append  it,  marking  it  ''  A." 

The  table  attached  to  it  is  an  epitome  of  the  service  ;  the  time  when 
rendered ;  the  distance  passed  over,  and  the  charges  made  for  said 
service. 

The  committee  can  only  refer  to  the  testimony  of  the  other  witnesses, 
without  recapitulating  it  at  length. 

John  E.  Turner  deposes  *'  that  while  he  was  mate  of  the  Northerner 
he  heard  the  master,  acting  under  instructions  of  said  Turners,  refuse 
to  take  the  mails  at  Detroit,  assigning  as  a  reason  that  no  compensa- 
tion was  made,  and  the  postmaster  at  Detroit  assured  him  that  an 
allowance  would  be  made,  and  upon  that  assurance  they  continued  to 
carry  the  mail." 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Rice  and  J.  S.  Watrous,  esq.,  state  that  they  are 
familiarly  acquainted  with  the  services  performed  by  these  claimant*, 
and  that  they  are  fully  satisfied  that  the  amount^ charged  for  the  ser- 
vice ($125  per  trip)  is  a"  moderate  remuneration,  and  ought  to  be 
^owed. 

Hon.  George  W.  Manypenny  (late  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affaire) 
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and  Hon.  S.  A.  Douglas,  speaking  from  personal  knowledge,  state 
that  the  price  charged  is  reasonable,  and  that  the  service  was  worth 
the  amount  asked  for  it. 

The  committee  are  satisfied,  from  the  evidence  in  the  case,  and  from 
the  statements  and  certificates  of  reliable  persons  having  a  personal 
knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  competent  to  form  a  reliable  judgment, 
that  the  services  for  which  compensation  is  claimed  were  actually  and 
faithfully  performed ;  that  the  interests  of  a  large  and  active  business 
communitj,  engaged  in  the  development  of  an  important  source  of 
national  wealth,  required  the  facilities  which  those  services  afforded, 
and  that  no  compensation  has  been  made  therefor. 

It  is  the  general  policy  of  the  Post  Office  Department  to  limit  the 
amount  and  grade  of  mail  service  by  the  revenues  derived  from  the 
particular  routes.  This  is  illustrated  by  the  fact  that  $15  per  trip  was 
offered  for  the  service  between  Sault  St.  Marie  and  Ontonagon,  a  dis- 
tance of  five  hundred  miles,  and  |50  per  trip  between  Cleveland  and 
Sault  St.  Marie,  a  distance  of  five  hundred  miles. 

It  is  clear  that  these  prices  bear  no  reasonable  proportion  to  the  cost 
of  performing  the  service,  whatever  relations  they  may  have  to  the 
revenues  of  the  offices  supplied ;  and,  although  the  service  was  per- 
formed in  compliance  with  the  earnest  solicitations  of  the  business 
community  and  the  assurances  of  the  postmasters  that  compensation 
wonld  be  made,  the  inadequate  offers  of  the  department  were  declined. 

The  rate  charged  for  this  service  is  less  than  an  average  of  |90  per 
mile  (reckoning  one  way  only)  for  daily  steamboat  service  throughout 
the  year,  while  the  price  paid  between  San  Francisco  and  Stockton  is 
|200  per  mile  per  annum,  and  from  $100  to  $200  per  mile  is  paid  on 
many  other  routes. 

It  is  doubtless  true  that  the  expense  of  the  service  will  considerably 
exceed  the  revenues  directly  derived  from  it,  but  the  same  is  also  the 
fiu^t  of  nearly  all  the  other  steamboat  service,  particularly  in  newly 
developed  sections  of  the  country,  like  California  and  the  Lake  Supe- 
rior regions.  But  it  will  not  be  denied  that  the  general  interests  and 
business  of  the  country  demand  that  these  facilities  should  be  afforded 
to  the  progressive  spirit  and  energies  of  our  people,  and  that  the  wise 
policy  of  the  government  in  opening  such  facilities  is  amply  remu- 
nerated in  the  rapid  development  of  great  sources  of  our  national 
wealth  and  prosperity.  The  committee,  therefore,  beinff  satisfied  that 
the  service  has  been  performed — that  it  has  been  useful  and  valuable 
to  the  country,  and  tnat  the  compensation  asked  is  reasonable,  report 
a  bill  for  its  payment  and  recommend  its  passage. 
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CAPTAIN  WILSON'S  AFFIDAVIT. 

Exhibit  "A." 

In  the  maiier  of  the  daim  of  8.  (i  A.  Turner ^  for  mail  Bervice-^^MW 
before  the  United  Statea  Congress. 

District  of  Columbia,   Ig^ 
United  States  of  America.  )     ' 

I,  John  Wilson,  of  lawful  age,  resident  of  Detroit,  Michigan,  being 
duly  sworn,  depose  and  say :  That  my  occnpation  is  that  of  a  mariner; 
that  I  have  been  engaged  in  said  business  on  the  northwest  lakes  for 
21  years  ;  that  I  have  acted  in  the  capacity  of  master  for  13  years ; 
am  well  acquainted  with  S.  W.  &  A.  A.  Turner  and  their  Lake  Supe- 
rior line  of  steamers,  known  as  the  Manhattan,  Northerner  and  North 
Star  ;  that  in  the  spring  of  1850  they  placed  the  Manhattan  on  Lake 
Superior,  transporting  her  over  the  land,  distant  one  mile,  into  said 
lake  ;  that  she  continued  to  run  on  said  lake  until  the  completion  of 
the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  canal,  in  June  1866  ;  that  in  the  spring  of  1851^ 
they,  the  said  Turners,  placed  the  Northerner  upon  the  route  from 
Cleveland  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie^  connecting  with  said  Manhattan,  and 
forming  the  line  through  from  Cleveland  to  Superior  City ;  that  she 
80  continued  to  run  and  connect  with  said  steamer  Manhattan,  making 
regular  weekly  trips  during  the  season  of  navigation  of  each  year, 
until  the  completion  of  said  canal  in  1866  ;  that  on  or  about  the  first 
of  September,  1864,  said  Turners  completed  the  steamer  North  Star^ 
and  placed  her  on  the  route  from  Cleveland  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
making  regular  weekly  trips  during  the  season  of  navigation,  nntil 
the  completion  of  said  canal,  at  which  time  said  North  Star  and 
Northerner  extended  their  trip  from  Cleveland,  in  the  State  of  Ohio, 
to  La  Pointe  and  Superior,  in  Wisconsin,  continuing  their  trips  to 
the  close  of  navigation  for  that  year  ;  that  on  the  opening  of  naviga- 
tion for  the  season  of  1866,  said  Turners  placed  the  steamer  Nortli 
Star  on  the  route  from  Cleveland  to  the  city  of  Superior,  and  continued 
to  run  regularly  during  the  season  of  navigation  of  that  year,  making 
fifteen  round  trips  ;  that  during  the  season  of  navigation  of  185T 
said  North  Star  run  regularly  on  said  route,  making  sixteen  round 
trips. 

Deponent  further  says :  That  I  have  been  engaged  as  master  on  said 
route  since  1860,  making  five  years  or  five  seasons  of  navigation  on 
Lake  Superior ;  first  as  master  of  steamer  Montreallo,  and  next  as 
master  of  the  steamer  Baltimore,  and  for  the  last  three  seasons  as 
master  of  the  steamer  Illinois.  I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  navi- 
gation from  Cleveland  to  Superior  City,  and  state  that  it  is  the  most 
perilous  and  difficult  of  all  the  other  lake  routes  with  which  I  am 
acquainted ;  that  the  expense  of  running  steamers  on  said  Lake 
Superior  route  is  about  one-fourth  greater  than  on  the  other  lake 
routes  ;  that  I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  manner  of  delivering  the 
mails  on  Lake  Superior,  having  carried  the  mail  on  said  lake ;  and  I 
istate,  from  the  insufficiency  of  the  harbors  on  Lake  Superior  and  the 
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roQglmess  of  the  lake,  and  the  freqaency  of  being  compelled  to  land 
the  mails  at  night  and  in  open  boats,  remaining  off  shore  with  the 
steamer,  that  the  mail  seryice  is  not  only  difficult,  but  peculiarly  dan- 
gerous and  hazardous. 

I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  mail  service  on  said  lake,  as  repre- 
sented in  the  memorial  of  Messrs.  Turners  to  the  Postmasters  Greneral 
Campbell  and  Brown,  and  have  read  their  statements  submitted 
therein;  and  can  state,  of  my  own  knowledge,  that  said  Turners 
carried  the  mail,  as  stated  in  the  table  marked  ^' A,"  hereto  attached ; 
and  have  no  hesitation  in  fixing  the  value  of  said  service  of  said 
Tamers,  as  attached  hereto,  at  $125  per  round  trip  for  the  service  of 
the  Northener  and  North  Star  from  Cleveland  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and 
to  La  Pointe  and  Superior  City,  (116  trips  of  1,100  miles  each  round 
trip,  and  49  trips  of  2,200  miles  each  round  trip,)  and  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  the  charge  for  the  service  of  the  16  round  trips 
from  Cleveland  to  Superior  City,  of  $200  per  round  trip,  is  little 
enough.  I  say  this  from  the  iuUest  knowledge  of  the  expense,  and 
danger,  and  trouble  of  the  navigation,  as  well  as  from  the  extra 
insurance  of  one  per  cent,  in  advance  of  insurance  on  other  lakes  than 
Superior,  and  the  toll  of  $88  per  round  trip  which  we  are  compelled 
to  pay,  at  the  Sault  canal,  to  the  State  of  Michigan.  My  opinion  is 
that  these  charges  for  mail  service  are  even  less  than  they  should  be. 

My  knowledge  that  Messrs.  Turners  carried  said  mail  is  derived  from 
personally  observing  the  mails  going  on  and  off  their  boats,  so  that  I 
can  speak  from  my  own  knowledge. 

J.  WILSON. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  16th  day  of  March,  1856. 

E.  M.  HAMILTON, 

Notary  PMic. 
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»F  COLUMBU,  to  loU  : 

.  Dorr,  state  that  I  have  been  a  captain  on  the  lake  boats, 
o^r  presiding  officer  of  the  ''  Board  of  Lake  Underwriters," 
1  agent  at  Buffalo,  and  have  read  the  statement  above  of 
Wilson,  and  though  I  do  not  of  my  knowledge  know  all  the 
ed,  yet  I  concur  in  the  general  statements  as  to  the  Messrs. 
being  the  mail  carriers  of  the  government ;  as  to  the  extra 
the  Superior  lake  navigation,  from  the  bad  harbors  or  lack 
rs ;  the  increased  price  of  insurance,  &c. ;  and  that  the  prices 
jervice  are  reasonable  enough. 

E.  P.  DORR. 

L  to  and  subscribed  this  16th  March^  1858. 

E.  M.  HAMILTON, 

Notary  Putlic. 
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JOB  STAFFORD. 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  No.  60S.] 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Sakdidgs,  from  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Under  a  reaclution  of  the  Hottsey  adopted  on  the  \Uh  March^  the  Com- 
tniUee  on  Private  Land  Claims  were  instructed  to  "  inquire  into  the 
expedienqf  of  granting  to  Job  Stafford,  of  the  State  of  New  Jorky 
m>  was  a  KUdier  of  the  war  of  1812,  160  a^es  of  land  in  oonsiderar- 
tion  of  his  having  been  engaged  in  an  action  vnth  the  enemy  and 
totally  disabled  by  a  cannon  baU  from  a  British  brig  or  gun-boat  cU 
the  mouth  of  the  river  Bosquet j  on  the  \^th  of  May,  1814 ;"  the  com^ 
fnittee  are  of  opinion  that  such  claims  do  not  properly  belong  to  tliem, 
itt^,  adding  under  instructions ,  report : 

That,  from  1823  to  1833  Job  Stafford  received  six  dollars  per  month, 
^Qd  from  1833  to  this  time  he  has  been  receiving  eight  dollars  per 
^onth,  as  a  pension  on  account  of  the  fracture  of  one  oi  his  legs  by 
^  ball  from  the  English  gun-boats  in  Galliard  creek,  near  the  mouth 
<>f  Bosquet  river,  on  the  13th  of  May,  1814.  He  applied  for  bounty 
^&ud  under  the  act  of  1855 ;  the  third  section  of  which  declares, 
'^that  in  no  case  shall  any  such  certificate  or  warrant  be  issued  for 
^y  service  less  than  14  days,  except  when  the  person  shall  actually 
We  been  engaged  in  battle." 

.  Now,  it  appears  that  Stafford  volunteered  on  the  12th  of  May,  went 
^<^to  this  fight  on  the  next  day,  and  was  wounded,  and  for  six  months 
thereafter  confined  to  his  house  in  consequence  of  the  wound,  not  en- 
uring the  service  again. 

The  Pension  Office  rejected  his  application  for  bounty  land ;  first, 
Pecause  he  did  not  serve  14  days,  and  secondly,  because,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Commissioner,  the  affair  at  the  Bosquet,  on  Lake  Cham- 
t^lain,  was  a  mere  skirmish,  which  could  not  be  dignified  with  the 
'^ame  of  "  battle,"  so  as  to  bring  the  applicant  within  the  terms  of 
^he  law. 

^  Tour  committee  are  of  opinion,  that  when  14  days  of  nominal  ser- 
vice, without  even  the  smell  of  gunpowder,  will  entitle  a  person  to 
^60  acres  of  bounty  land,  a  wound  received,  as  stated,  (and  of  that 
^here  is  no  doubt',)  will  justify  the  issuance  of  a  warrant  for  the  like 
lUanty,  and  herewith  report  a  bill. 
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ARCHIBALD  LOUGHREY— HEIRS  OF. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  504.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Avert,  from  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  on  Private  Land  Olaima^  to  whom  tvas  re/erred  (he 
daims  of  Jane  Thompson  and  Elizabeth  McBrieVj  of  Westmoreland 
comty^  Pennsylvania^  make  the  following  report : 

That  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  on  the  2d  day  of  January, 
1781,  yielded  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  for  the  benefit  of 
said  States,  all  right,  tiUe,  and  claim  which  the  said  Commonwealth 
had  to  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  subject  to  the  condi- 
tions annexed  to  the  said  act  of  cession ;  which  said  act  of  cession, 
with  the  conditions  annexed,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
accepted,  among  which  conditions  was  the  following :  '^  That  a  quan- 
tity, not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres,  of  land, 
promised  by  the  State  of  Virginia,  should  be  allowed  and  granted  to 
the  then  Colonel  (now  General)  George  Rogers  Clark,  and  to  the 
officers  and  soldiers  of  his  regiment  who  marched  with  him  when  the 
posts  of  Kaskaskias  and  St.  Vincent's  were  reduced,  and  to  the  officers 
^d  soldiers  that  have  since  incorporated  into  the  said  regiment ;  to 
be  laid  off  in  one  tract,  the  length  of  which  not  to  exceed  double  the 
breadth,  in  such  place  on  the  northwest  side  of  the  Ohio  as  a  majority 
of  the  officers  shall  choose ;  and  to  be  afterwards  divided  among  the 
^id  officers  and  soldiers  in  due  proportion,  according  to  the  laws  of 
Virginia." 

The  committee  further  report,  that  it  appears  by  the  affidavits  of 
^^edible  witnesses  that  Colonel  Archibald  Loughrey,  father  of  the 
^bove  named  claimants,  (which  affidavits  are  hereto  annexed  and 
^ade  part  of  this  report,)  some  time  during  the  summer  of  1781  raised 
^veral  companies  of  volunteers,  of  which  he  was  chosen  commander, 
for  the  purpose  of  joining  the  forces  of  General  George  Rogers  Clark 
Ui  the  exp^ition  against  the  Mohawk  and  Seneca  Indians,  inhabiting 
^he  country  now  belonging  to  the  State  of  Ohio.  That  in  August, 
1^81,  he  marched  with  his  men  to  Wheeling,  Ohio,  expecting  to  join 
^lie  forces  under  the  said  General  Clark ;  but  when  he  and  nis  men 
^^rived  at  Wheeling,  they  found  General  Clark  had  left  that  place  a 
f^w  days  before  they  arrived,  but  had  left  boats  for  Colonel  Loughrey 
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and  his  men  to  follow  them.  That  they  took  the  boats  thns  left  for 
them,  but  somewhere  near  the  mouth  of  the  Big  Miami  river  Colonel 
Loughrey  and  his  men  landed  to  cook  and  eat  some  food,  and  were 
attacked  by  a  large  body  of  Indians,  and  the  said  Loughrey  and  a 
number  of  his  men  were  killed  and  the  remainder  taken  prisoners 
by  the  Indians^  and  never  joined  the  forces  under  General  Clark,  as 
was  intended. 

The  committee,  therefore,  report  that,  upon  the  above  state  of  facts, 
the  heirs  of  the  said  Colonel  Archibald  Loughrey  are  entitled  to  the 
same  quantity  of  bounty  land  as  if  their  father  had  actually  joined  the 
foroes  under  Gkneral  George  Rogers  Clark. 


Pknwsyltania,         ) 
Weatmordand  County j  \    * 

Personally  appeared  before  the  subscriber,  a  justice  of  the  peace  in 
and  for  said  county,  James  Eean,  who,  being  duly  sworn  according 
to  law,  upon  his  solemn  oath  doth  depose  and  say  :  That  some  time 
in  the  summer  of  seventeen  hundred  and  eighty-one,  volunt^rs  were 
raised  in  Westmoreland  county,  Pennsylvania,  for  the  purpose  of 
joining  an  expedition  at  that  time  making  against  the  Mohawk, 
Seneca,  and  other  tribes  of  Indians ;  that  said  volunteers  were  to 
march  in  the  country  now  composing  the  State  of  Ohio ;  that  the  com- 
panies in  Westmoreland  county  were  under  the  command  of  Colonel 
Archibald  Loughrey,  and  were  composed  of  upwards  of  a  hundred 
men  under  the  command  of  said  colonel.  This  deponent  was  attached 
to  a  company  of  rangers,  under  Captain  Thomas  Stokely  ;  that  they 
had  volunteered  to  march  under  the  command  of  General  George 
Bogers  Clark  on  the  expedition  ;  that  Colonel  Loughrey  marched  his 
men  to  Wheeling,  where  this  deponent  understood  they  were  to  join 
General  Clark.  On  the  arrival  of  the  troops  there,  they  found  that 
General  Clark  had  left  three  or  four  days  before,  but  had  left  four  or 
five  boats  behind  to  carry  on  Colonel  Loughrey  and  his  men.  From 
this  place  Colonel  Loughrey  sent  a  messenger  (Kichie  Wallace)  after 
General  Clark ;  he  brought  word  that  Clark  would  wait  for  them  at 
the  mouth  of  some  creek,  the  name  of  which  is  not  remembered  by 
deponent.  Colonel  Loughrey  and  his  companies  embarked  in  the 
boats  left  for  them  at  Wheeling  by  General  Clark,  and  arrived  on 
that  or  the  next  day  at  the  mouth  of  the  creek ;  on  their  way  down 
they  took  sixteen  deserters  from  the  troops  of  General  Clark,  and 
carried  them  along  back.  On  their  arrival  at  the  creek,  they  found 
General  Clark  and  his  troops  had  left.  Colonel  Loughrey  then  pro- 
ceeded with  his  men  after  Clark  in  the  boats.  On  the  21st  or  24th 
of  August,  1781,  they  landed  on  the  north  bank  of  the  Ohio,  about 
ten  miles  below  the  mouth  of  the  Big  Miami  river,  for  the  purpose 
of  cooking  some  victuals  ;  the  river  was  then  low  ;  there  was  a  sand- 
bar that  reached  into  the  river  from  the  south  side.  As  they  were 
kindling  their  fires,  the  Indians  commenced  an  attack  from  an  upper 
bank.  Colonel  Loughrey  ordered  his  troops  to  the  boats,  to  pass 
ver  to    the  sand  bar ;  as  soon  as  they  embarked  and  commenced 
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moYing  over,  a  large  body  of  Indians  rushed  from  the  woods  on  the 
bar  and  prevented  a  landing  or  making  an  escape^  when  the  colonel 
ordered  us  to  surrender.  There  were  about  thirty  men  killed  in  the 
fight  on  the  side  of  the  whites.  Within  an  hour  or  two  after  the 
fight,  this  deponent  understood  Colonel  Loughrey  was  killed  by  a 
Shawnee  Indian  as  he  was  sitting  on  a  log ;  deponent  within  that 
time  saw  the  scalp  of  the  colonel  in  the  hands  of  an  Indian ;  the 
peculiar  color  of  the  hair  caused  deponent  to  know  the  scalp. 

JAMES  EEAN,  his   h   mark. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me  this  25th  August,  1843. 

W.  McWILLIAMS. 


I  do  certify  that  I  am  acquainted  with  James  Eean,  the  foregoing 
deponent,  and  that  he  is  a  man  of  credibility,  and  that  full  credit  is 
given  to  his  testimony  as  such. 

Witness  my  hand  and  seal  this  26th  August,  A.  D.  1843. 

W.  McWILLIAMS.    [l.  s.] 


State  op  Prnnsylvakia,  ) 
Wedmordand  County,   \  **' 

I,  David  FuUwood,  prothonotary  of  the  court  of  common  pleas  of 
the  county  of  Westmoreland,  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 
do  hereby  certify  that  W.  Mc Williams,  esq. ,  before  whom  the  fore- 
going deposition  was  made,  and  whose  name  in  his  own  proper  hand- 
writing is  to  the  above  certificate  appended,  was  then,  and  now  is,  an 
•cting  justice  of  the  peace  in  and  for  said  county  of  Westmoreland, 
duly  commissioned  and  appointed,  and  to  all  whose  official  acts  and 
deeds  full  faith  and  credit  are  of  right  due. 
In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the 
seal  of  said  court,  at  Greensburg,  the  twenty- fifth  day  of 
[l.  8.]   August,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-three. 

DAVID  FULLWOOD,  Prot. 


Pewsylvania,  ) 
B%aer  County,  \  **' 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  a  justice  of  the  peace  in  and  for  the 
county  of  Butler,  William  Christie,  and  after  being  duly  sworn 
tooording  to  law,  deposeth  and  saith,  that  he  was  well  acquainted  with 
Colonel  Archibald  Loughrey,  of  Westmoreland  county,  and  his  wife 
Hary,  and  that  he  was  well  acquainted  with  their  two  reputed  daugh- 
ters, Jane  Loughrey  and  Elizabeth  Loughrey ;  and  that  said  Jane  was 
married  to  Samuel  Thompson,  of  said  county  of  Westmoreland,  and 
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that  Elizabeth  was  married  to  David  McBrier,  of  the  same  county. 
And  farther  saith  not. 

WILLIAM  CHRISTIE. 

8wom  and  subscribed  before  me  this  the  9th  day  of  March,  1844. 

JOHN  BREWSTER,  J.  P. 


I  do  certify  that  I  am  acquainted  with  William  Christie,  the  fore- 
going deponent,  and  that  he  is  a  man  of  credibility,  and  that  full 
credit  is  given  to  his  testimony  as  such. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  this  9th  day  of  March,  1844. 

JOHN  BREWSTER,  J.  P.    [l.  s.] 


Statb  of  Pennsylvania,  ) 
Butler  CourUy,  J  **' 

I,  Jacob  Mechling,  jr.,  prothonotary  of  the  courts  of  common  pleas 
in  and  for  the  county  of  Butler,  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 
do  by  these  presents  certify  that  John  Brewster,  esq.,  before  whom 
the  foregoing  certificate  was  taken,  and  who  has  thereunto,  in  his  own 
proper  handwriting,  subscribed  his  name,  was  at  the  time  of  taking 
such  certificate,  and  now  is,  an  acting  justice  of  the  peace  in  and  for 
the  said  county,  duly  commissioned  and  sworn,  to  all  whose  acts,  as 
such,  due  faith  and  credit  are,  and  of  right  ought  to  be  giren, 
throughout  the  United  States  and  elsewhere. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the 
seal  of  the  said  court,  at  Butler,  in  the  said  county^  this  9th 
[l.  s.]    day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-four. 
Attest:  JACOB  MECHLING,  Jr., 

Prothonotary. 


Pennsylvania,        ) 
Westmoreland  County ^  \ 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  the  subscriber,  a  justice  of  the  peace 
in  and  for  said  county,  James  Chambers,  who  being  duly  sworn 
according  to  law,  upon  his  solemn  oath  doth  depose  and  say  ;  That  I 
was  taken  prisoner  by  the  Indians  in  June,  seventeen  hundred  and 
eighty-one,  and  taken  to  Detroit ;  and  that  while  there  Ezekiel  Lewis, 
with  several  others,  were  brought  prisoners  to  Detroit,  and  stated  to 
said  deponent  that  they  had  been  taken  prisoners  with  Colonel  Archi- 
bald Loughrey,  and  that  Colonel  Loughrey  was  killed  by  the  Indians. 
Said  deponent  was  acquainted  with  Colonel  Loughrey;  and  his  family 
consisted  of  a  wife  and  two  daughters — Jane,  who  was  afterwards 
married  to  Samuel  Thompson,  since  deceased,  and  Elizabeth,  who  was 
afterwards  married  to  David  McBrier,  since  deceased — who  now  reside 


ARCHIBALD  LOUQHRET.  5 

in  Washington  township,  Westmoreland  county,  and  State  of  Penn- 
87l?ania.     And  further  saith  not. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me,  March  6,  1844. 

ALEXANDER  THOMPSON. 

I  do  certify  that  I  am  acquainted  with  James  Chambers,  the  fore- 
going deponent,  and  that  he  is  a  man  of  credil>ility,  and  that  full 
credit  is  given  to  his  testimony  as  such.  Witness  my  hand  and  seal, 
this  6th  day  of  March,  A,  D.  1844. 

ALEX.  THOMPSON,     [l,  s.] 

State  of  Pennsylvania,  ) 
WtdmardandCouwty,   \ 

I,  David  Full  wood,  prothonotary  of  the  court  of  common  pleas  for  the 
coonty  of  Westmoreland,  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  do 
hereby  certify  that  Alexander  Thompson,  before  whom  the  foregoing  de- 
position was  made,  and  whose  name  in  his  own  proper  handwriting,  is  to 
the  within  certificate  appended,  was  then,  and  now  is,  an  acting  justice 
of  the  peace  in  and  for  the  county  of  Westmoreland,  duly  commissioned 
and  appointed,  and  to  all  whose  official  acts  and  deeds  full  faith  and 
credit  are  of  right  due. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed 
r       -|   the  seal  of  said  court,  at  Greensburg,  the  fourteenth  day  of 
*■ '    'J    March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-four. 

DAVID  FULL  WOOD, 

Prothonotary. 


Pennsylvania,      > 
Armstrong  County^  \     * 

Personally  appeared  before  the  subscriber,  a  justice  ofthe  peace  inand 
for  said  county,  Ezekiel  Lewis,  a  resident  of  the  county  of  Armstrong, 
Pennsylvania,  who  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  upon  his  solemn 
oath  doth  depose  and  say:  That,  some  time  in  the  summer  of  seventeen 
hundred  and  eighty-one,  volunteers  were  raised  in  Westmoreland 
county,  Pennsylvania,  for  the  purpose  of  joining  an  expedition  at  that 
time  making  against  the  Mohawk,  Seneca,  and  other  tribes  of  Indians  ; 
that  said  volunteers  were  to  march  in  country  now  composing  the 
State  of  Ohio  ;  that  the  companies  in  Westmoreland  were  put  under 
thecoDunand  of  Archibald  Loughrey,  then  a  resident  of  Westmoreland 
oonnty,  who  commanded  said  companies  as  colonel,  and  was  received 
and  acknowledged  by  them  as  their  colonel  in  command  ;  the  troops 
rendezvousedon  Sewekey  or  Jacob's  swamps,  in  Westmoreland  county; 
Colonel  Loughrey  had,  when  we  started  from  the  place  of  rendezvous, 
upwards  of  eighty  men;  the  companies  composing  Colonel  Loughrey's 
command  were  commanded  by  Captcuns  Robert  Orr  and  William 
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Campbell ;  I  was  under  the  command  of  Captain  William  Campbell. 
Deponent  says  they  marched  from  the  place  of  rendezvous,  he  thinks, 
to  McEeesport,  on  the  Monongahela,  and  descended  said  river  to 
Pittsburg;  Captain StokelyjoinM  tha  command  of  Colonel  Loughrey, 
same  place,  before  we  got  to  Wheeling,  (don't  recdUect  the  plm 
particularly ;)  from  Pittsburg  we  travelled  by  land  to  WbeeliBg, 
where  we  embarked  in  boats,  and  started  down  the  Ohio  river  to  join 
General  Clark ;  in  one  or  two  days  we  stopped  at  the  mouth  of  a  creek, 
where  we  expected  to  meet  with  General  Clark ;  when  we  arrived  there, 
General  Clark  had  gone  on  down  the  river;  on  our  way  down  the  river 
we  took  some  deserters  from  General  Clark's  command,  and  carried  them 
with  us ;  Colonel  Loughrey  proceeded  on  down  the  river,  intending  to 
overtake  General  Clark,  until  the  24th  August,  1781 ;  about  9  or  10 
o'clock  we  landed  on  the  north  bank  of  the  Ohio  for  the  purpose  of 
cooking  breakfast ;  we  had  killed  a  buffalo  the  evening  before ;  where 
we  landed  was  near  the  mouth  of  the  Big  Miami ;  as  we  were  kindling 
fires,  the  Indians  commenced  an  attack  upon  us ;  there  were  about 
forty  of  the  whites  killed,  and  the  rest  all  taken  prisoners,  together 
with  Colonel  Loughrey  and  all  his  officers  ;  in  about  two  hours  after 
we  were  taken,  one  of  the  Indians  tomahawked  Colonel  Loughrey, 
sitting  on  a  log  ;  I  saw  him  after  he  was  killed^  and  his  scalp  was 
taken  off;  deponent  saith  he  had  been  intimately  acquainted  with 
Colonel  Loughrey  for  some  years  before  the  time  of  the  campaign 
spoken  of;  knew  he  had  a  wife  and  some  children  ;  does  not  know 
how  many.     And  further  saith  not. 

EZEKIEL  LEWIS. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me,  11th  March,  1844. 

JNO.  R.  JOHNSTON, 
Justice  of  the  Peace, 


We  do  certify  that  we  have  been  intimately  acquainted  with  Ezekiel 
Lewis,  the  foregoing  deponent,  for  the  last  twenty-five  years,  and  that  he 
is  a  man  of  truth  and  veracity  ;  and  that  he  is  so  acknowledged  in  the 
neighborhood  in  which  he  has  resided  since  the  time  we  have  been  ac- 
quainted with  him. 

Witness  my  hand  and  seal,  11th  March,  1844. 

JNO.  R.  JOHNSTON,  [l.  s.] 

Justice  of  the  Peace. 
ROBERT  ORR. 


State  of  PjBNNSYLVAiaA, )    , 
Armstrong  County^      ) 


I,  James  Douglass,  prothonotary  of  the  court  of  common  pleas  i^ 
and  for  said  county,  do  certify  that  John  R.  Johnston,  esq.,  before 
whom  the  within  deposition  was  taken,  was,  at  the  time  of  taking 
the  same,  an  acting  justice  of  the  peace  in  and  for  said  county,  dolf 
elected,  commissioned,  and  sworn,  to  all  whose  official  acts,  as  sach, 
full  faith  and  credit  are  due  and  of  right  ought  to  be  given,  as  well 
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thronghoat  the  county  aforesaid  as  elsewhere  ;  and  that  his  signature 
thereto  is  genuine,  and  in  his  proper  handwriting. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  aflSxed  the 
r    1  seal  of  said  court,  at  Eittaning,  the  11th  day  of  March,  in 
^     'J  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
four, 

J.  DOUGLASS,  Prothonotary. 


35th  OoKQRBas,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Rbpokt 
Iri  Semion.     S  I  No.  290. 


CHEROKEE  RESERVATIONS. 

[To  aooomiwny  BUI  H.  B.  No.  270.] 


Apbil  17, 1868. 


Ht.  Gbskrwooo,  from  tlie  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  an  Indian  Affairs^  to  wTiom  were  referred  sundry  memo- 
rials from  citizens  of  Tennessee^  in  relation  to  the  reservations  under 
the  treaties  of  1817  avd  1819  wih  the  Gherokees,  have  considered 
Ae  same^  and  report : 

By  the  eighth  article  of  the  treaty  of  1817  with  the  Cherokees, 
[U.  8.  Statutes  at  Large,  vol.  7,  page  156,)  it  was  provided  as 
Allows : 

'^  And  to  each  and  every  head  of  any  Indian  family  residing  on  the 
tet  side  of  the  Mississippi  river,  on  the  lands  that  are  now^  or  may 
hereafter  be,  sorrendered  to  the  United  States,  the  United  States  do 
igree  to  give  a  reservation  of  six  handled  and  forty  acres  of  land,  in 
i  square,  to  include  their  improvements,  which  are  to  be  as  near  the 
Centre  thereof  as  practicable,  in  which  they  will  have  a  life  estate, 
irith  a  reversion  in  fee  simple  to  their  children,  reserving  to  the  widow 
iier  dower,  the  register  of  whose  names  is  to  be  filed  in  the  office  of 
the  Cherokee  agent,  which  shall  be  kept  open  till  the  census  is  taken, 
^  stipulated  in  the  third  article  of  this  treaty :  Provided^  That  if  any 
df  the  heads  of  families  for  whom  reservations  may  be  made  should 
remove  therefrom,  then,  in  that  case,  the  right  to  revert  to  the  United 
States:  And  provided^  further  j  That  the  land  which  may  be  reserved 
cinder  this  article  be  deducted  from  the  amount  which  has  been  ceded 
Kinder  the  first  and  second  articles  of  this  treaty." 

In  the  treaty  of  1819  with  the  Cherokees,  (U.  S.  Statutes  at  Large, 
^ol.  7,  page  195,)  the  United  States,  by  the  second  article,  ''  agree  to 
allow  a  reservation  of  six  hundred  and  forty  ^cres  to  each  head  of 
%ny  Indian  family  residing  within  the  ceded  territory,  those  enrolled 
for  the  Arkansas  excepted,  who  choose  to  become  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  manner  stipulated  in  said  treaty  "—that  of  1817. 

Much  im^rtanoe  has  oeen  heretofore  placed  upon  the  first  proviso 
by  those  claiming  the  right  to  give  to  it  its  true  meaning  and  inter- 
pretation, and  partienlarly  as  to  the  kind  of  removal  intended  for  heads 
of  fiunilies,  to  make  by  the  words  ^ Remove  therefrom/*  in  order  that 
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the  fee  simple  of  the  children  might  ^^ revert "  to  the  United  States; 
for  removal  from  these  reservations  hy  the  heads  of  families,  whether 
east  or  west,  or  anywhere  at  all,  has  been  held  a  voluntary  abandon- 
ment, and  consequently,  not  only  destroyed  the  **  It/e  estate ^  but  also 
carried  with  it  the  ^^/ee  simple'*  of  the  children  ;  and  thus,  for  the 
want  of  a  proper  and  correct  understanding  by  those  adjudicating  of 
the  relative  meaning  of  the  words  "remove  therefrom,"  originated  all 
the  diflSculty  to  a  final  settlement  of  these  claims. 

With  a  view,  therefore,  of  pettling  the  question  once  for  all,  as  to 
the  kind  of  removal  required  in  the  proviso  to  work  a  reversion  of  the 
whole  estate  to  the  United  Spates,  was  a  removal  by  the  heads  of  fami- 
lies west  of  the  Mississippi  river  and  settlement  upon  vacant  lands 
belonging  to  the  United  States.  And  then,  to  make  the  reversion 
complete,  the  removal  must  have  taken  place  previous  to  the  expira- 
tion of  the  time  fixed  in  the  third  article  for  the  completion  of  the 
census.  It  was  also  the  duty  of  such  heads  of  families  electing  to 
become  citizens  as  required,  and  who  afterwards  determining  to  aban- 
don their  reservations,  first  to  have  declared  that  intention  to  the 
Cherokee  agent,  whose  duty  it  was  to  make  an  entry  in  the  register 
opposite  such  names  "  temoved  west."  He  was  created  jildge  by  the 
eighth  article,  and  the  only  competent  judge,  to  determine  who  were 
heads  of  families  and  who  were  not.  The  register  was  kept  by  him, 
in  which  the  names  were  recorded,  the  number  of  families  and  their 
locations,  thus  showing  at  the  time  what  was  understood  to  be  the  kind 
of  removal  it  took  to  work  a  reversionary  title  of  said  reservations. 
This  register,  too,  was  only  to  be  kept  open  until  the  time  expired  for 
the  completion  of  the  census,  after  which  no  act  of  the  heads  of  families 
could  destroy  the  **/ee  simple*'  of  the  children,  and  the  register  must 
be  taken  as  final  and  conclusive  on  these  points.  In  other  words,  there 
is  no  going  behind  the  record.  The  original  being  now  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  your  committee  have  ex- 
amined the  same  and  find  the  foregoing  facts  fully  confirmed  by  it. 

In  this  way,  and  this  way  only,  could  such  reversion  have  taken 
place,  the  whole  scope  of  the  treaty  of  1817  being  an  exchange  of 
land  ^^ acre  for  acre," — (See  article  6.)  And  to  pretend  that  a  rever- 
sion of  said  reservations  to  the  United  States  could  have  taken  place 
in  any  other  manner,  would  be  to  deny  the  plain  and  manifest  inten- 
tion of  the  parties  to  the  treaty.  Furthermore,  it  must  not  be  fot- 
gotten  that  the  Cherokee  nation  was  proprietor  of  the  lands  east  of  the 
Mississippi,  which  they  proposed  to  exchange  for  lands  west  of  that 
river,  where  the  United  States  was  proprietor.  The  term  ^^ revert" 
cannot,  therefore,  be  taken  in  any  other  sense  than  simply  a  fair  ex- 
change of  land  between  the  parties.  This  view  is  further  sustained 
by  the  second  proviso  :  **That  the  land  which  may  be  reserved  under 
this  article  be  deducted  from  the  amount  which  has  been  ceded  under 
the  first  and  second  articles  of  this  treaty." 

In  an  opinion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General  Butler,  of  May  the  14th, 
1839,  upon  the  rights  of  the  children,  he  says: 

"The  children  of  reservees  under  the  eighth  article  of  the  treaty  of 
1817  were  entitled,  by  the  express  words  of  that  article,  to  reversion 
in  fee  simple.     The  father  having  only  a  life  estate,  the  estate  of  the 
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children  could  not  be  diverted  by  any  act  of  the  ancestor  ;  and  if  they 
lave  been  obliged  by  the  laws  of  the  States  to  abandon  their  rever- 
lionary  rights,  or  to  purchase  them  from  the  States,  they  will  be  en- 
atled  to  compensation." — (Opinions  of  Attorneys  Q-eneral,  p.  vol.  — .) 

In  support  of  the  foregoing  views  and  facts,  will  be  found  the 
urther  significant  fact,  that  the  census  stipulated  to  be  taken,  in  the 
hird  article,  of  all  theCherokees  both  east  and  west,  in  the  month  of 
Tune,  1818,  was  not  taken  at  any  time — the  United  States  having 
ailed  to  make  the  appointment  of  agents;  and  the  Cherokee  nation 
tast  of  the  Mississippi  foreseeing  what  would  doubtless  have  happened 
o  their  nationality  by  permitting  the  door  to  be  kept  open  longer  lor 
emoval,  and  the  taking  of  reservations  under  the  treaty  of  1817,  ap- 
lointed  a  delegation  who  visited  Washington  city  and  negotiated  the 
reaty  of  1819.  For  what  purpose,  the  preamble  and  several  articles 
f  that  treaty  will  show. 

The  preamble  sets  forth  :  ''  Whereas  a  greater  part  of  the  Cherokee 
lation  have  expressed  an  earnest  desire  to  remain  on  this  (east)  side 
f  the  Mississippi,  and  being  desirous,  in  order  to  commence  those 
[leasures  which  they  deem  necessary  to  the  civilization  and  preserva- 
ioa  of  their  nation,  that  the  treaty  .between  the  United  States  and 
hem,  signed  the  8th  of  July,  1817,*  might,  without  further  delay, 
r  the  trouble  or  expense  of  taking  the  census  as  stipulated  in  the 
aid  treaty,  be  finally  adjusted,  have  offered  to  cede  to  the  United 
itates,"  &c. 

The  first  part  of  article  one  specifies  the  boundaries  of  the  territory 
eded  by  the  Cherokee  nation  to  the  United  States ;  and  the  second  part 
f  said  article  expresses  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  ceded,  in  these 
rords  :  **  And  it  is  further  understood  and  agreed  by  the  said  parties 
hat  the  lands  hereby  ceded  by  the  Cherokees  are  in  full  satisfaction 
f  all  claims  which  the  United  States  have  on  them,  on  account 
f  the  cession  to  a  part  of  their'  nation  who  have,  or  may  hereafter 
migrate  to  the  Arkansas ;  and  this  treaty  is  a  Jlnal  adjustment  of 
&ai  of  the  8th  July,  1817." 

Article  two,  already  quoted  in  the  first  part  of  this  report,  gives  ^ 
eservation  of  640  acres  to  each  head  of  any  Indian  family  residing 
vithin  the  cerXed  territory,  those  enrolled  for  the  Arkansas  excepted^ 
who  choose  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  the  manner 
stipulated  in  said  treaty. 

After  the  negotiation  of  this  treaty,  and  the  granting  of  reserva- 
tions upon  the  lands  ceded  by  it,  in  the  manner  stipulated  by  the 
eighth  article  of  the  treaty  of  1817,  and  also  ceding  to  the  United 
States  a  sufficient  quantity  of  land  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims 
which  the  United  States  had  on  the  Cherokees,  on  account  of  those 
who  had  or  might  thereafter  emigrate  to  Arkansas,  which  treaty  was 
a/noZ  adjustment  of  that  of  1817;  and  then,  after  all  these  treaty 
guarantees,  to  say  that  any  kind  of  ^^ removal  therefrom j''  by  the 
heads  of  families,  would  or  could  destroy  the  ^^fee  simple**  of  the 
children  to  any  of  these  reservations,  and  thereby  cause  their  rights 
to  the  same  to  '^rev&rt*'  to  the  United  States,  would  be  to  establish  a 
precedent  unexampled  in  the  history  of  civil  jurisprudence. 

Should  your  committee  be  in  error  as  to  the  foregoing  conclusions, 
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they  desire  to  present  another  view  of  this  case,  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  they  conceive  to  be  the  law  that  should  govern  in  the  settlement 
of  the  rights  of  parties  growing  out  of  those  treaties. 

The  eighth  article  of  the  treaty  of  1817  did  not  originate  with  the 
commissioners  who  negotiated  it,  but  was  dictated  in  the  instructions 
from  the  Secretary  of  War,  under  which  they  acted,  and  which  may 
be  found  in  the  American  State  Papers,  Indian  Affairs,  vol.  9,  page 
142.     The  following  extract  is  made  from  those  instructions  : 

"  Those  individuals  (and  they  are  understood  to  be  numerous)  who 
have  acquired  property,  and  wish  to  remain,  and  who  experience  the 
daily  increasing  embarrassments  and  difficulties  arising  from  the  want 
of  proper  laws  for  the  protection  of  that  property,  will,  it  is  believed, 
find  sufficient  inducements  for  the  exchange,  in  the  benefits  which 
they  will  derive  from  the  enjoyment  of  the  rights  and  immunities  of 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  protection  of  the  laws  of  the 
particular  State  or  Territory  in  which  they  may  reside ;  and  in  the 
assignment  of  a  section  of  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  land,  (and 
more,  if,  in  particular  instances,  it  may  be  deemed  necessary,)  to  the 
head  of  each  family,  in  which  they  will  have  a  life  estate,  with  a 
reversion  in  fee  simple  to  their  child  or  children,  reserving  to  the 
widow  her  dower." 

The  considerations  which  justify,  and  probably  dictated  the  policy 
of  granting  a  life  estate  only  to  the  first  takers  of  these  reservations, 
are  numerous  and  obvious.  Among  them  is  the  fact,  that  many  of 
these  heads  of  Cherokee  families  were  whites,  who  had  intermarried 
with  Cherokee  women,  so  that  the  preservation  of  the  right  of  dower 
and  of  the  fee  simple  estate  in  reversion  to  the  children,  became  a 
matter  of  justice,  as  well  as  of  policy. 

If  the  words  of  the  first  proviso  to  the  eighth  article  of  the  treaty 
of  1817  be  construed  to  make  the  .reversion  in  fee  simple  already 
granted  absolutely  to  certain  designated  persons — namely  :  the  chil- 
dren of  heads  of  families  taking  reservations  conditional  upon  the  acts 
of  the  persons  vested  with  the  life  estate — the  proviso  would  be  void 
for  repugnancy  to  a  grant  already  made,  and  therefore  as  ineffectual 
in  law,  as  it  would  be  unjust  and  wanton  in  sacrificing  innocent 
parties.  A  proviso  in  a  deed,  endeavoring  to  vacate  an  absolute  vested 
estate,  granted  or  created  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  deed,  is  void. 
This  is  not  a  life  estate  to  one,  with  remainder  in  fee  to  his  heirs ;  in 
which  case,  by  what  lawyers  call  the  rule  in  Shelley's  case,  the  heirs 
would  take  by  descent  and  cw  heirs ;  and  in  which  case,  therefore,  the 
first  taker  would  be  held  to  have  the  entire  estate,  with  the  power  to 
dispose  of  it  in  fee.  Here,  the  remainder  is  to  the  children^  who  are 
specific  persons,  and  do  not  take  as  heirs  at  all.  It  is  precisely  as  if 
the  grant  was  to  A  for  life,  and,  at  his  death,  to  his  son  B. 

It  is  not  necessary,  or  even  natural,  however,  to  give  to  this  proriso 
(added  to  the  treaty  by  the  commissioners)  a  construction,  which,  if 
effectual  in  law,  would  defeat  the  precisely  defined  objects  of  the  in- 
structions UNDER  WHICH  THEY  ACTED.  A  better  Construction  is,  that  it 
only  made  the  life  estate  dependent  upon  the  non-removal  of  the  ten- 
ant of  the  life  estate  ;  and  the  probable  purpose  of  providing  that  this 
life  estate  should  revert  to  the  ITnited  States,  was  to  bar  any  interfer- 
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ing  rigbts  of  the  States  in  which  the  lands  were  situated  ;  so  as  to 
secure  more  perfectly  the  reversion  in  fee  simple  intended  to  be  pro- 
vided for. 

This  question  has  been  considered  during  the  last  Congress  by  the 
Senate's  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  whose  two  reports  [ac- 
companying Senate  bill  275]  are  referred  to.  The  question  consid- 
ered by  that  committee  related  to  a  reservation  taken  by  John  McNary , 
and  they  say : 

"  To  have  entitled  John  McNary  to  a  life  estate  under  the  said 
treaties,  he  must  have  been  registered,  and  have  complied  with  all 
the  requisitions  of  the  treaty  of  181T  ;  and  whenever,  under  the  treaty, 
Ills  life  estate  attached,  the  fee  simple  passed  to  his  children  with  the 
reservation  of  dower  to  the  widow." 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  the  rights  of  these  children  are 
indestructable  in  law,  except  by  their  own  acts,  and  the  faith  of  the 
government  is  pledged,  in  a  most  peculiar  and  sacred  manner,  to  up- 
hold them. 

By  the  treaties  of  1817  and  1819,  we  acquired  about  four  millions 
>f  acres  from  the  Cherokees  without  money  equivalents,  giving  acre 
br  acre  in  lands  on  the  Arkansas.  In  the  reckoning  of  what  we 
'eceived,  these  reservations  were  deducted  and  diminished  to  that 
extent  what  we  gave  in  return,  so  that  they  have  never  received  any 
qaivalent  whatever  for  these  reservations. 

**  Those  who  remain  may  be  assured  of  our  patronagey  our  aidj  and 
food  neighborhood."     These  words,  quoted  from  an  address  to  the 
yherokees  by  President  Jefferson,  form  a  part  of  the  preamble  of  the 
reaty  of  1817,  and  illustrate  the  spirit  in  which  it  should  be  executed. 
The  history  of  these  reservations,  to  the  present  time,  may  be 
tummed  up  in  a  few  words.     In  Georgia,  where  more  than  half  of 
hem  were  made,  and  in  Tennessee,  the  tenants  of  the  life  estate  have 
)een  obliged  to  succumb  to  the  legislation  of  those  States.     Georgia 
vaa  entitled,  by  the  convention  of  1802  with  the  United  States,  to 
;laim  that  the  latter  should  extinguish  the  Indian  title  within  her 
imits,  and  on  that  ground  resisted  these  reservations.     Upon  what 
pounds  Tennessee  proceeded  is  not  so  clear.     The  legislation  of  North 
[Carolina  was  never,  in  terms,   directed  against  these  reservations. 
That  State,  however,  appointed  commissioners  to  survey  and  sell  all 
the  lands  acquired  by  the  treaties  of  1817  and  1819,  omitting  any 
notice  of  the  reservations  ;  and  as  the  commissioners  included  them 
in  their  surveys,  and  sales,  titles  were  obtained,  resting  apparently 
upon  the  authority  of  the  State,  which  conflicted  with  the  title  of  the 
Indian  reserves.     The  conflict  was  terminated  by  obtaining  releases 
from  the  Indians  holding  the  life  estate  for  considerations  totally  inad- 
eqdate.     An  account  of  a  portion  of  these  proceedings,  as  well  as  an 
elucidation  of  many  of  the  legal  principles  connected  with  these  reser- 
vations, will  be  found  in  the  opinions  of  the  supreme  court  of  North 
Carolina,  in  the  case  of  Euchulah  vs.  Walsh. — (3  Hawks,  155.)    In 
Alabama  no  rights  of  the  State  were  ever  asserted  against  these  reser- 
vations, and  they  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  individuals,  in  some 
iDBtanoes,  too  probably,  by  violence  and  overreaching,  and  in  other 
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instances,  by  purchases  from  the  tenants  of  the  life  estate,  made  in 
ignorance  of  the  ultimate  title  of  their  children. 

As  now,  by  the  death  of  the  tenants  of  the  life  estate,  the  title  of  ^^c" 
children  is  becoming  perfect,  it  is  being  asserted  by  suits,  to  the  great 
alarm  of  the  communities  concerned  ;  and  some  remedial  and  compre- 
hensive measure  seems  to  be  called  for. 

If  it  could  be  assumed  that,  in  consequence  of  an  adverse  pressure 
upon  courts  and  juries,  the  rights  of  these  children  cannot  be  legally 
enforced,  it  would  be  the  duty  this  government  to  indemnify  and 
relieve  them.  We  owe  to  them  something  more  than  even  exact  good 
faith,  because  they  were  and  are  our  wards.  Treaties  may  add  some- 
thing to  our  duties  as  their  guardians,  but  cannot  make  those  duties 
less. 

If  it  is  assumed,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  rights  of  these  chil- 
dren can  be  legally  forced,  it  is  urged  by  the  memorialists,  that,  for 
the  prevention  of  expensive  and  harassing  litigation,  as  also  for  the 
relief  of  parties  misled  by  a  misunderstanding  of  the  treaty  of  1835 
with  the  Cherokees,  the  same  discretion  of  this  government  should 
interpose  some  measure  of  relief. 

In  the  case  of  Georgia,  at  any  rate,  if  the  rights  of  these  reserves 
are  maintained  in  the  courts,  the  United  States  will  be  compelled  to 
respond  for  the  value  of  the  property,  under  the  convention  with 
Georgia  of  1802. 

The  treaty  of  1835  with  the  Cherokees  (U.  S.  Statutes  at  Large 
vol.  7,  p.  478)  provides,  in  the  thirteenth  article,  that  "  all  such  re- 
serves as  were  obliged  by  the  laws  of  the  States  in  which  their  reser- 
vations were  situated  to  abandon  the  same  *  *  *  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  a  just  claim  against  the  United  States  *  *  *  *  to  the 
present  value  of  such  reservations  as  unimproved  lands."  By  the 
seventeenth  article,  it  is  provided  that  *' all  the  claims  arising  under 
or  provided  for  in  the  several  articles  of  this  treaty  shall  be  examined 
and  adjudicated  "  by  certain  commissioners,  whose  **  decision  shall  be 
final ;"  and  at  the  commencement  of  the  thirteenth  article,  it  is  de- 
clared to  be  the  intention  'Ho  make  a  final  settlement  of  all  the 
claims  of  the  Cherokees  for  reservations  granted  under  the  former  trea- 
ties." It  is  averred,  in  substance,  by  the  memorialists  that,  in  pur- 
chasing titles  adverse  to  those  of  the  Indian  reserves,  they  believed 
that  the  treaty  of  1835  had  provided  effectually  and  finally  for  these 
latter  titles.  Tour  committee  are  satisfied  that  such  a  belief  has  ex- 
tensively prevailed  ;  and  it  is  apparent  that  the  phrases  of  the  treaty 
are  calculated  to  produce  it.  The  people  are  not  to  be  presumed  to 
have  a  better  knowledge  of  private  rights  than  those  who  have  been 
intrusted  with  the  responsible  duty  of  negotiating  treaties.  If  the 
commissioners  who  negotiated  the  treaty  of  1835  were  ignorant  of,  or 
inattentive  to  the  indefeasible  rights  of  the  children  of  the  Indian 
reserves  under  the  treaties  of  1817  and  1819,  and  undertook  to  make 
a  **  final  settlement "  of  those  reservations  by  provisions  which,  oa 
their  faoe,  are  only  applicable  to  the  tenants  of  the  life  estate,  it  is 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  estates  in  reversion,  neglected  and 
overlooked  by  oflScials,  should  be  neglected  and  overlooked  by  the 
people. 
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The  question  is  not  now  as  to  the  tenants  of  the  life  estate  in  these 
reservations,  the  great  majority  of  wnom  have  died.  If  that  question 
was  presented,  however,  nothing  would  seem  to  be  more  plain  and 
certain,  that  they  were  not  parties  in  law,  or  in  fact,  to  the  treaty  of 
1835  ;  that  their  rights  were  in  no  wise  concluded  by  it,  and  that  they 
were  not  bound  to  submit  their  claims  to  the  adjudication  of  any  com- 
mission instituted  under  it  The  utmost  which  could  be  said  is,  and 
even  this  with  some  qualifications,  that  those  who  did  in  fact  receive 
a  compensation,  awarded  by  such  a  commission  for  the  coerced  aban- 
donment of  reservations,  are  not  entitled  to  any  further  redress. 

None  of  the  children  of  the  heads  of  families  taking  reservations, 
ever  applied  for  redress  under  the  treaty  of  1835.  They  were,  many 
of  them,  not  in  a  condition,  in  respect  of  age,  to  do  so  ;  nor  were  they, 
any  of  them,  within  the  provisions  of  the  treaty.  They  had  not  been 
compelled  to  abandon  the  reservations  by  the  laws  of  the  States.  They 
had  never  come  into  possession  of  them.  Their  fathers,  and  not  them- 
selves, had  been  the  subjects  of  coerced  removal.  In  most  instances 
even  their  right  of  possession  had  not  matured. 

Whilst,  however,  the  treaty  of  1835,  whatever  popular  mistakes  its 
language  may  have  caused,  could,  in  truth,  take  away  no  rights  from 
those  who  were  not  parties  to  it,  or  who  did  not  come  in  afterwards 
and  voluntarily  accept  its  terms,  it  contains  proof  that  those  who  then 
administered  this  government  conceived  themselves  to  be  bound  to  do 
something  more  for  the  reservees  of  1817  and  1819  than  to  leave  them 
to  enforce  their  rights  in  the  courts.  For  such  of  them  as  had  been 
forced  to  abandon  their  reservations,  or  to  purchase  a  second  title  to 
them  from  the  States,  this  treaty  of  1835  provided  an  indemnity  for 
the  life  estate  tenants,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  treasury  of  the  United 
States,  and  expressly  declares  that  this  indemnity  is  due  to  them 
under  the  treaties  of  1817  and  1819,  and  is  entirely  independent  of  the 
new  agreements  entered  into  upon  new  considerations  by  the  United 
States  in  1835. 

Such,  also,  appears  to  have  been  the  view  of  duty  acted  upon  here 
since  1835.  In  both  the  Congresses  preceding  the  present  one,  indem- 
nities have  been  granted  to  reservees,  under  the  treaties  oi  1817  and 
1819,  who  have  made  individual  applications  for  redress. 

The  whole  number  of  heads  of  families  who  took  life  estate  reserva- 
tions under  the  treaties  of  1817  and  1819  was  three  hundred  and 
eleven.  Tour  committee  are  not  able  to  say  in  what  proportion  of  the 
cases  the  reservations  are  held  by  titles  adverse  to  and  in  derogation 
of  the  rights  of  their  children,  or  in  what  proportion  of  the  cases,  by 
the  death  of  the  life  estate  tenants  without  children  to  succeed  them, 
no  parties  remain  to  be  redressed. 

Under  all  the  circumstances,  unwilling  to  subject  these  reservees  v.o 
the  hazards  of  losing  their  just  rights  by  a  siuister  influence  operating 
^pon  local  tribunals,  and  at  the  same  time  appreciating  the  disastrous 
consequences  to  the  communities  concerned  of  the  enforcement  of  these 
'ights ;  considering  that  they  constitute,  certainly  in  the  case  of  the 
(^rgia  reservations,  a  charge  in  some  form  upon  the  public  treasury ; 
Emitting  the  probability  that  the  language  of  the  treaty  of  1835  has 
misled  many  present  purchasers  and  holders  of  these  reservations ; 
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considering  that  the  same  views  of  public  justice  and  policy  which  in 
1835  dictated  an  idemnity  from  the  public  treasury  to  the  tenants  of 
the  life  estate  forced  to  abandon  by  State  laws,  now  dictate  a  simi- 
lar indemnity  to  the  dispossessed  reversioners  in  fee  simple  ;  and  con- 
sidering, finally,  that  it  is  not  easy  to  escape  such  a  construction  of 
the  thirteenth  article  of  the  treaty  of  1835  as  would  make  the  indem- 
nification of  those  reversioners  a  matter  of  strict  treaty  obligation, 
your  committee  have  concluded  to  report  the  accompanying  bill. 

In  arranging  the  details  of  this  bill,  your  committee  have  not  only 
followed  the  precedent  of  the  treaty  of  1835  in  fixing  the  powers  of  the 
commission  proposed  to  be  created,  but  have  had  in  view  the  necessity 
of  providing  a  certain,  prompt,  and  unconditional  extinguishment  of 
the  right  of  the  children  of  these  life  estate  reservees.  No  measure 
short  of  this  will  put  a  stop  to  the  numerous  suits,  commenced  and 
impending,  against  which  the  memorialists  ask  relief. 


35th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Id  Session.     K  t  No.  291. 


THOMAS  J.  ALSBURY. 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Scott,  from  the  Committee  od  Indian  Affairs,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  memorial 
of  Thomas  J.  Alsbury,  praying  for  indemnity  for  depredations  oom- 
mitted  upon  his  property  by  Indians,  in  the  State  of  California, 
during  the  year  1850,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and 
have  directed  me  to  make  an  adverse  report : 

Your  committee  find,  upon  examination  and  inspection  of  the 
memorial  and  evidence  in  the  said  case,  that  there  is  no  evidence,  ex- 
cept the  affidavit  of  the  claimant,  unsupported  by  the  testimony  of 
any  other  witness.  Your  committee  deem  it  proper  to  state  that,  in 
the  consideration  and  allowance  of  claims  against  the  government, 
the  rules  of  law  or  equity  should  apply,  as  near  as  may  be  at  least,  to 
the  rules  that  govern  courts  in  passing  upon  the  rights  of  parties. 

No  such  case  being  made  out,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  we 
report  adversely  upon  the  said  case. 


36th  Conorrsb,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    )   Report 
l8t  Session.     S  \  No.  292  < 


JESSE  MORRISON. 


April  17,  1858. 

Mr.  Reagan,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  made  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Indian  AffairSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Je89e  Morrison,  asking  for  the  action  of  Congress  on  the  report  of  the 
Third  Auditor,  of  January  4,  1832,  mode  pursuant  to  the  cust  of 
Congress  of  May  31,  1831,  on  the  daims  of  the  said  Morrison  and 
others  J  and  for  an  aUotvanoefor  Aw  losses,  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  they  have  examined  the  evidence  in  support  of  the  claim  of 
James  and  Jesse  Morrison,  which  is  supposed  to  be  the  claim  referred 
to  by  the  petitioner,  and  the  report  of  the  Third  Auditor  thereon,  (the 
8ame  being  House  document  No.  38,  found  in  volume  2  of  Executive 
Documents  of  183.1-'32,  1st  session  22d  Congress,)  and  find  the  evi- 
dence insufficient  to  warrant  the  allowance  of  said  claim. 

By  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  May  30,  1830,  entitled 
*'An  act  for  the  relief  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  United  States,  who 
have  lost  property  by  the  depredations  of  certain  Indian  tribes,"  the 
claims  of  the  petitioner  and  others  were  submitted  to  the  Third  Au- 
ditor of  the  Treasury  for  examination  and  adjustment;  and  he  was 
directed  by  said  act  to  be  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the  14th  sec- 
tion of  the  act  of  March  30,  1802,  entitled  *^  An  act  to  regulate  trade 
and  intercourse  with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
the  frontiers,"  and  by  treaty  stipulations  with  any  of  the  tribes  men- 
tioned applicable  to  any  of  the  cases,  with  a  provision  that  no  limita- 
tion of  time  for  presenting  claims  under  that  act  should  bar  any  of 
the  claims  mentioned  in  said  act  of  May  31,  1830. 

The  proof  offered  to  establish  the  loss  of  the  property  claimed  by 
the  petitioner  is  vague,  general,  indefinite,  and  unsatisfactory  as  to 
the  amount  of  property  lost,  as  to  whether  it  was  taken  by  Indians  ; 
*ncl,  if  by  Indians,  as  to  what  tribe.  It  would  be  insufficient  to  estab- 
lish these  material  points  before  any  court  of  law  or  equity,  and  that, 
too,  upon  testimony  presented  exclusively  by  the  claimant;  and  would 
not  warrant  the  allowance  of  the  claim  under  the  act  of  March  30, 
1802,  commonly  called  the  Indian  intercourse  act,  because  there  is  no 
proof: 
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Ist.  That  the  property  was  stolen  or  destroyed  by  Indians  belonging 
to  a  tribe  in  amity  with  the  United  States. 

2d.  That  such  Indians  crossed  the  boundary  line  and  stole  or  de- 
stroyed the  property  within  a  State  or  Territory  inhabited  by  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 

3d.  That  the  property  belonged  to  a  citizen  or  inhabitant  of  the 
United  States,  or  a  Territory  thereof. 

4th.  That  such  citizen  made  application  to  the  superintendent,  and 
furnished  to  him  the  necessary  documents  and  proofs. 

6th.  That  application  was  made  by  the  superintendent  to  the  nation 
or  tribe  to  which  such  Indians  belonged  for  satisfaction. 

6th.  That  the  nation  or  tribe  neglected  or  refused  to  make  satis- 
faction. 

7th.  And  that  the  injured  party,  his  representative,  attorney,  or 
agent,  did  in  no  way  violate  any  of  the  provisions  of  tlie  law  by  seek- 
ing or  attempting  to  obtain  private  satisfaction  or  revenge,  by  crossing 
over  the  line  on  any  of  the  Indian  lands. 

For  which  reasons  your  committee  ask  that  said  petition  lie  upon 
the  tablcj  and  that  they  be  discharged  from  its  further  consideration. 


35th  CoKGRBas,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (   Rbport 
l8i  Seanon.     ]  \  No.  293. 


M.  M.  MARMADUKE  AND  OTHERS. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  505.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  WooD60Ky  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CommUtee  on  Indian  Affairs^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  memorial 
of  M.  M.  Marmaduke  and  others  y  beg  leave  to  report : 

In  1821-'25,  an  act  was  passed  by  Congress  to  establish  a  public 
lighway  from  Fort  Osa^e,  on  the  Missouri  river,  near  the  western 
boundary  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  through  the  Indian  territory,  to 
the  nearest  settlements  in  New  Mexico.  Commissioners  were  ap- 
pointed to  survey  and  mark  out  said  road,  and  to  treat  with  the 
Indian  tribes  along  the  same  for  the  safety  and  protection  of  citizens 
of  the  United  States  who  might  travel  upon  it.  Accordingly,  in 
1825-'26,  the  commissioners  did  survey  and  mark  out  the  road,  and 
made  treaties  with  the  Osage,  Kansas,  and  Pawnee  tribes  of  Indians^ 
providing  for  the  safety  and  protection  of  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  might  travel  over  it.  About  the  same  time  consuls  were 
appointed  in  several  of  the  northern  towns  of  New  Mexico,  and  every 
inaocement  offered  by  the  United  States  to  encourage  and  foster  trade 
with  New  Mexico  over  the  route  so  established. 

In  the  spring  of  1828  the  memorialist  and  others,  encouraged  and 
invited  by  the  facilities  thus  furnished,  provided  themselves  with 
goods  and  the  necessary  transportation,  and  associated  themselves 
together  as  a  travelling  company  for  mutual  assistance  and  protection. 
They  travelled  together  to  Santa  FS,  in  New  Mexico,  and  after  having 
disposed  of  their  goods,  chiefly  in  exchange  for  horses,  mules^  and 
^Mes,  they  a^ain  associated  themselves  together  to  aid  and  assist  each 
other  in  driving  their  stock  to  Missouri  over  the  road  so  established 
V  the  United  States.  On  their  return  to  Missouri  with  their  stock, 
iiumbering  about  1,200,  on  the  night  of  the  28th  of  August,  1828, 
whilst  they  were  encamped  on  the  north  bank  of  the  Arkansas  river, 
Jear  the  mouth  of  the  Pawnee  fork,  they  were  attacked  by  a  large 
mj  of  Indians,  who  drove  off  some  600  head  of  their  stock,  not- 
withstanding every  effort  was  made  on  the  part  of  the  memorialists 
'o  prevent  it,  two  of  their  party  being  killed  and  several  wounded. 

At  that  time  it  was  not  certainly  known  what  tribe  had  committed 
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the  robbery  y  but  from  the  testimony  of  persons  well  acquainted  with 
the  habits,  customs,  dress,  and  instruments  of  war  of  various  Indian 
tribes,  taken  in  connexion  with  the  testimony  of  Miguel  Lujan,  a 
Mexican,  who,  at  that  time,  was  a  prisoner  among  the  Pawnees  at  their 
village,  and  who  states  that  a  day  or  two  after  said  robbery,  a  party 
of  Pawnees  returned  from  the  mouth  of  the  Pawnee  fork  with  a  large 
number  of  horses,  mules,  and  asses,  corresponding  in  number  and  de- 
scription with  those  taken  from  the  memorialists,  stating  that  they 
had  stolen  them  from  a  party  of  whites  returning  from  New  Mexico, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  robbery  was  committed  by  the  Pawnees. 

In  May,  1829,  one  of  the  memorialists,  M.  M.  Marmaduke,  wrote 
to  the  Secretary  of  War,  informing  him  of  the  robbery,  claiming  in- 
demnity therefor,  and  asking  to  be  advised  how  to  proceed  to  estab- 
lish his  claim ;  and  subsequently  made  a  similar  application  to  the 
superintendent  of  Indian  affairs.  General  Clark,  thus  showing  a 
knowledge  of  their  rights,  and  a  determination  not  to  abandon  them. 
At  this  time  the  memorialists  were  informed  that  Thomas  Talbott,  and 
others,  were  prosecuting  before  Congress  a  claim  for  a  similar  robbery 
committed  by  the  same  Indians  on  the  same  road  in  the  year  1827 ; 
and  not  being  in  possession  at  that  time  of  sufficient  evidence  to  fix 
the  robbery  upon  the  Pawnees,  and  desiring  to  know  the  action  of 
Congress  upon  the  question  of  liability  involved  in  the  case  of  Talbott 
and  others,  before  incurring  the  trouble  and  expense  of  prosecuting 
their  claim,  they  were  induced  to  defer  the  same. 

By  the  intercourse  act  of  1802,  which  was  in  force  at  the  time  of 
the  robbery,  Congress  guaranties  *^  eventual  indemnity"  to  citizens  of 
the  United  States  for  all  losses  sustained  whilst  lawfully  in  the  Indian 
country,  by  reason  of  robberies  committed  by  Indians.  By  the  treaty 
with  the  Pawnees  made  in  1825,  above  referred  to,  they  stipulate  that 
they  will  not  molest  or  interrupt  any  citizen  or  citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  may  be  passing  from  the  United  States  to  New  Mexico,  or 
returning  thence  to  the  United  States,  and  by  the  treaty  of  1833  they 
are  entitled  to  |1,300  annually  ;  so  that  they  are,  by  their  own  treaty 
engagements,  bound  not  to  molest  or  disturb  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  are  lawfully  in  their  territory,  and  the  United  States  holdB 
in  its  own  hands  the  means  of  indemnifying  all  losses  sustained  by 
their  acts. 

The  memorialists  were  lawfully  in  the  Indian  territory  at  the  time 
of  said  robbery,  travelling  along  the  highway  established  by  the 
United  States,  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  and  facilitating  the 
commerce  in  which  the  memorialists  were  engaged.  The  robbery  was 
committed  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  and  within  the 
Indian  territory,  and  from  all  the  facts  abundantly  proven,  and  in 
view  of  the  precedent  in  the  case  of  Talbott  and  others  above  referred 
to,  as  well  as  the  uniform  action  of  Congress  in  numerous  cases  since, 
^our  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  memorialists  are  entitled  to 
indemnity  for  the  value  of  the  animals  so  lost  by  them,  respectively, 
according  to  their  cash  value  at  the  time  of  said  robbery,  and  there- 
fore report  the  accompanying  bill. 


35th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Report 
IH  Session.     S  (No.  294. 


HORATIO  BOULTBEE. 

[To  aooompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  506.] 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  H.  Marshall,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  OommiUee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Horatio  BouUbeej  for  compensation  for  wheat  in  the  at^^Jc  rfe- 
stroyed  at  Agua  Nueva^  on  the  21st  of  February ^  1847,  repot  t, . 

It  appears  from  the  statement  of  Brigadier  General  Worth,  made 
at  New  York,  in  August  1848,  that,  while  he  was  in  command  of  the 
advance  of  Major  General  Taylor's  army,  the  petitioner  was  em- 
ployed by  the  Quartermaster's  Department  to  collect  supplies  of  flour, 
corn,  and  forage  for  the  use  of  Taylor's  army.    The  general  states  that 
in  compliance  with  this  engagement  the  petitioner  made  a  deposit  of 
unthrashed  wheat  at  Agua  Nueva,  over  which  a  guard  was  placed  to 
insure  its  safety  by  General  Butler  at  the  instance  of  general  Worth. 
An  order  from  Major  General  Butler,  dated  2d  January,  1847,  is 
produced,  which  grants  a  safeguard  to  '^  the  wheat  belonging  to  Mr. 
Boultbee,  at  Agua  Nueva,"  as  having  been  **  contracted  for  by  the 
TJuited  States."     It  appears  that,  in   December,  1846,  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Thomas,  deputy  quartermaster  general,  saw  several  stncks  of 
wheat  at  Agua  Nueva.     He  left  early  in  January j  1847,  unth  Worth's 
division ;  and  he  refers  to  Captain  Davis  as  one  who  was  there  in 
February,  1847,  acting  as  quartermaster  in   Wool* 8  division^  and  who 
probably  knew  most  about  it.     Captain  Davis  testifies  that  one  stack 
<3f  wheat  was  burned  at  Agua  Nueva  on  the  night  of  the  21st  Feb- 
ruary, 1847,  by  the  troops  the  United  States,  and  that  it  contained 
probably  from  100  to  200  bushels  of  grain — not  more.     He  testifies 
that  he  had  an  '^  accurate  knowledge  "  about  this  wheat,  as  his  duties 
called  him  to  the  hacienda  of  Agua  Nueva  every  day.     He  heard 
Boaltbee  setting  up  some  contract  as  having  been  made  by  him  with 
General  Worth  s  command  ;  but  that  contract  ^'  was  not  recognized 
ky  the  quartermaster  in  General  Wool's  command."    The  committee 
^re  inclined  to  accept  the  proof  as  persuasive  sufficiently  to  the  con- 
plosion  that  Boultbse  h^m  one  stack  of  wheats  unthrashed,  at  Agua 
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ITueva  on  the  night  of  the  2l8t,  and  that  it  was  destroyed  hy  the 
troops  under  General  Taylor's  command.  Colonel  Humphrey  Mar- 
shall, who  was  in  command  at  Agua  Nueva  on  the  night  of  the  2  let 
February,  1847,  and  who  saw  the  conflagration  at  Agua  Nueva, 
furnishes  his  statement,  which  establishes  the  fact  that  a  stack  of 
wheat  straw  (supposed  to  contain  grain)  was  burned,  but  does  not 
know  who  was  the  owner  of  it. 

The  committee  think  that  it  may  be  accepted  as  true,  on  the  whole 
evidence,  that  the  petitioner  had  acquired  a  title  to  the  wheat  prior 
to  its  being  burned.  The  only  question  which  remains  is  to  ascer- 
tain its  probable  quantity  and  value. 

The  petitioner  files  his  own  statement,  and  a  deposition  from  one 
Mexican,  who  says  he  sold  the  wheat  to  Mr.  Boultbee  at  | —  per 
cargo.  How  much  a  *' cargo"  is,  the  committee  has  no  evidence. 
It  is  technically  **a  load ;"  but  how  large  or  small  ,the  term  itself 
does  not  denote. 

Captain  Davis  is  positive  as  to  the  quantity  of  the  wheat  at  Agua 
Nueva ;  did  not  exceed  200  bushels  in  the  grain.  He  does  not  place 
a  value  upon  it. 

The  quantity  estimated  by  Colonel  Marshall,  from  the  volume  of  the 
stack,  would  show,  that  the  estimate  of  the  petitioner  is  exorbitant  and 
particularly  extravagant.  Under  all  the  proof  in  the  case,  the  com- 
mittee report  in  favor  of  allowing  the  petitioner  for  the  wheat  the 
sum  of  |516,  which  is  at  70  cents  per  bushel  for  750  bushels;  and 
they  therefore  report  the  accompanying  bill. 


35ra  Congress,  >     HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES.     (   Report 
Ist  Session,      l  (  No.  295. 


FRANCIS  L.  BOWMAN— WIDOW  OF. 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  BrPFiNTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Mrs,  Angdine  (7.  Botmnan,  respectfully  report  : 

The  petitioner  is  the  widow  of  the  late  Francis  L.  Bowman,  formerly, 
and  at  the  time  of  his  death,  a  captain  in  the  army  of  the  United  States, 
and  stationed  at  Fort  Simcoe,  in  Washington  Territory.  In  Septem- 
ber, 1856,  the  said  F.  L.  Bowman  began  to  exhibit  signs  of  insanity, 
and  it  was  thought  expedient  to  convey  him  from  Fort  Simcoe  to  the 
Dalles,  under  a  military  escort,  and  in  charge  of  an  assistant  surgeon. 
On  the  way  thither  he  escaped  from  his  escort,  and,  irom  the  mangled 
condition  of  his  remains  when  found,  is  supposed  to  have  been  killed 
by  wild  beasts.  His  widow  prays  to  be  remunerated  for  the  expense 
of  conveying  his  remains  to  the  United  States,  and  also  to  have  her 
Dame  placed  on  the  pension  roll. 

While  your  committee  believe  that  Captain  Bowman  was  a  good 
*iid  efficient  officer,  they  cannot  recognize  the  admissibility  of  the  pe- 
tttion.  Captain  Bowman  did  not  die  in  battle,  neither  is  it  proven 
^hat  he  contracted  his  disease  from  sufferings  produced  by  the  actual 
Exigencies  of  the  service.  Even  in  this  latter  supposition,  the  acts  of 
July  21,  1848,  and  February  8,  1853,  provide  respectively  only  for 
those  whose  husbands  or  fathers  died  from  diseases  contracted  during 
the  war  with  Mexico,  the  war  of  1812,  and  the  various  Indian  wars 
prior  to  the  passage  of  the  latter  act.  Against  all  other  cases  it  has 
Deen  the  precedent  of  this  and  other  committees  to  decide.  Your  com- 
niittee,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  offer  an  adverse  report. 


86th  Congbbss,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (   Report 
Id  Session.     J  \  No.  296. 


MAJO^  BENJAMIN  ALVORD. 


April  17,  1858. 


Hr.  SrAKTOiTy  from  the  Committee  on  Millitarj  Affairs^  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

7!he  CommUtee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  re/erred  Senate  BiU 
No.  94  for  the  relief  of  Major  Benjamin  Alvordy  a  paymaster  in  the 
United  States  army^  report : 

That  thej  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  find  that 
Ifajor  Alvord  took  passage  on  the  steamship  Southerner,  at  San  Fran- 
cisco, for  his  station  at  Fort  Vancouver,  Washington  Territory,  which 
^88  assi^ed  to  him  hy  the  War  Department. 

That  he  purchased  at  San  Francisco  sundry  articles  of  household 
furniture  preparatory  to  housekeeping  at  Fort  Vancouver,  which,  with 
the  clothing  of  himself  and  family,  was  shipped  on  hoard  the  vessel, 
the  value  of  which  is  estimated  hy  him  at  about  |1,000;  that  the 
vessel  was  wrecked  on  the  passage,  and  the  property  all  lost. 

The  bill  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  ascertain  the 
iralue  of  the  prot)erty  so  lost,  and  pay  Major  Alvord  the  amount. 

It  is  the  ordinary  case  of  the  loss  of  the  baggage  or  other  property 
of  passengers  on  board  of  a  vessel  by  shipwreck.  Whether  the  prop- 
erty was  insured ;  or  whether  the  shipwreck  was  the  result  of  the  care- 
lessness or  unskillfulness  of  the  officers  and  crew,  for  which  the  owners 
cf  the  vessel  would  be  liable ;  or  whether  it  was  from  the  perils  of 
iiarieation,  which  no  diligence  or  skill  on  the  part  of  officers  and  crew 
could  guard  against,  does  not  appear. 

The  fact  that  Major  Alvord  was  an  officer  of  the  army,  going  from 
oue  post  to  another  under  the  orders  of  his  government^  does  not  make 
the  government  an  insurer  for  the  safe  transportation  of  his  baggage 
or  other  private  property. 

His  relations  to  tne  government  do  not  exempt  him  from  the  ordi- 
1^  diligence  which  is  exercised  by  other  citizens  of  having  property 
^Q  shipboard  insured,  or  taking  upon  himself  the  risk  of  its  loss. 

The  committee  understand  this  principle  to  have  been  settled  by  the 
^^ted  decisions  of  Congress,  in  many  cases  of  a  similar  character 
^Hich  have  been  presented  for  consideration. 

The  committee,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  bill  be  laid  upon  the 
*«l)le. 


35th  CJokgress,  }    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
IH  Session.     ]  (  No.  297. 


WILLIAM  ALLEN. 

[To  accompany  S.  Bill  117.] 


April  17^  1868. 


Hr.  jEWBTTf  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  Senate  Bill 
No.  117,  entiOed  ''  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  Allen,  of  Port- 
land, in  the  State  of  Maine,"  report: 

That  thej  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  have  adopted 
the  following  Senate  report.  Thej  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
lill. 

In  the  Sbnatb  of  the  Unitbd  States,  February  2, 1858. 

Tlie  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  WU- 
liam  Allen,  asking  for  an  increase  of  pension,  report : 

That  the  petitioner  is  now  a  pensioner  receiving  five  dollars  per 
month,  on  account  of  wounds  received  at  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi 
in  April,  1809,  from  a  log  of  wood  rolling  upon  him  while  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States,  and  that,  as  your  committee  think,  he  is 
entitled  to  an  allowance  above  the  grade  in  which  he  is  now  pensioned. 
They  therefore  beg  leave  to  report  the  accompanying  bill  for  his 
relief. 


J 


35rH  Congress,  1     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J  Report 
Itt  Seaaion.     S  I  ^o.  298. 


BENJAMIN  D.  HYAM. 


April  17, 1858. 

If  r.  Curtis,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  Benjamin  D.  Hyamy  have  had  the  same  under  conaideraiiony  and 
submit  the  following  report : 

The  memorialist  presents  that  he  was  a  clerk  in  the  Quartermaster's 
Department  of  the  United  States  armv,  in  the  year  1847,  in  the  em- 
ploy of  Captain  A.  B.  Hatzel,  of  the  United  States  army.  That  he 
accompanied  the  army  to  Mexico,  during  the  war  which  was  then 
pending,  making  some  stay  at  Brazos  Santiago,  and  was  at  Vera  Cruz 
luring  the  siege,  capture  and  occupancy  of  that  city  hy  our  American 
troops  until  Octoher  31,  1847.  That  on  several  occasions,  and  for 
many  days  at  each  point,  he  was  called  on  to  hear  arms  and  do  mili- 
tary duty  in  apprehension  of  attack  from  Mexican  forces ;  and  that 
during  the  whole  time  he  was  exposed  to  the  diseases  and  dangers  of 
n  campaign  in  the  country  of  a  belligerent  foe ;  and  that  he  is  there- 
fore  entitled  to  the  bounty  granted  to  soldiers  who  served  in  the  Mexi- 
can war. 

If  the  petitioner  were  regularly  enrolled  and  mustered  into  the  ser- 
vice, and  served  for  a  period  of  fourteen  days  as  a  soldier,  proof  of  these 
&cts  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  bring  the  memorialist 
within  the  provision  of  existing  laws ;  but  occasional  rallies  of  the 
various  employes  of  the  army  have  not  been  regarded  in  the  same 
light  as  those  taking  on  themselves  all  the  hardships,  duties,  and  ex- 
posures incident  to  the  regular,  volunteer,  or  enlisted  soldier.     Con- 
tractors, clerks,  wagon-masters,  and  many  other  persons  are  necessary 
to  the  army ;  but  they  are  hired  at  different  and  better  wages ;  have 
more  control  of  their  own  stay  or  departure,  and  generally  find  better 
aooommodations  than  those  who  are  under  the  slender  compensation, 
plain  ration,  and  *^  rules  and  regulations"  of  the  United  States  army. 
While  clerks  received  fifty  or  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  a  month, 
▼olanteers  received  only  seven  or  eight  dollars  a  month.  There  was  a 
radical  difference^  therefore,  in  the  classes  of  service,  and  the  govern- 
iQent  has  therefore,  at  all  times,  perserved  a  difference  in  making 
^knowledgments  and  rewards. 

There  may  be  cases  of  extraordinary  merit  which  would  present 
Occasion  for  including  a  clerk  within  all  favors  bestowed  on  soldiers  ; 
but  although  this  is  a  case  of  much  merit,  it  does  not,  in  the  opinion  of 
your  committee,  justify  a  departure  from  a  reasonable  and  wholesome 
^e. 


ra  CoxGRBSS,  )     HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
[at  Session.     K  )  No.  299. 


MALACHI  F.  RANDOLPH— WIDOW  OF 


Apbil  17,  1858. 


r.  Jbwbtt,  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

c  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions ^  to  whom  was  referred  a  hUlfor  the 
relief  of  the  widow  of  Malachi  F.  Randolph^  report: 

That  it  appears  from  evidence  furnished  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
;tee,  said  evidence  heing  filed  with  the  papers,  that  Malachi  F. 
Qdolph,  the  husband  of  Jane  Randolph,  and  for  whose  services  and 
nnds  she  claims  a  pension,  was  wounded  ^^in  an  aitempt  to  rob  a 
jhbor  by  the  name  of  Zincham,"  The  lieutenant  of  the  company  in 
ich  Randolph  served,  states  that  Randolph  was  not  wounded  in  the 
vice  of  his  country.  The  committee  are  unanimous  in  the  opinion 
X  a  decent  respect  for  the  morals  of  the  country  forbid  their  report- 
;  a  bill  granting  pensions  to  individuals  for  wounds  received  whilst 
^ged  in  robbing  their  neighbors.     They  ask  to  be  discharged. 


35th  CoNGRffiS,  )     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     J  Report 
Ut  Session.     J  ^  No.  300. 


JOHN  C.  MoFERRAN. 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Quitman,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  tvJiom  was  re/erred  the  memorial 
of  John  C.  McFerran,  respectfully  report  : 

The  memorialist,  an  acting  commissary  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States  at  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico,  on  the  1st  of  Novemher,  1850,  was 
authorized  to  receive  from  his  predecessor.  Lieutenant  Francis  J. 
Thomas,  the  property  and  funds  in  the  commissary  department  at 
that  point.  The  memorialist  represents  that  when  engaged  in  count- 
ing the  money,  a  portion  thereof  being  silver  in  sealed  boxes,  and 
marked  with  the  sum  therein  contained,  the  said  Thomas  being  pressed 
for  time,  requested  the  memorialist  to  receive  and  receipt  for  the  re- 
maining boxes  according  to  the  amounts  marked  on  them,  assuring 
him  that  should  any  deficiency  be  shown  upon  counting  the  amounts 
in  the  boxes,  he.  Lieutenant  Thomas,  would  make  up  the  deficiency. 
Accordingly  the  memorialist  passed  his  official  receipts  for  the  whole 
amount  as  marked  on  the  boxes. 

About  seven  months  afterwards.  Lieutenant  McFerran,  in  presence 
of  his  chief  clerk,  counted  the  money  in  the  remaining  boxes,  and 
then  first  discovered  a  deficiency  of  twelve  hundred  and  sixty-five 
dollars,  which  deficiency  he  immediately  informed  Lieutenant  Thomas 
of,  but  received  from  him  no  reply,  and  has  not  to  this  day  paid  the 
amount  thus  deficient.  But  Samuel  Ellison^  the  agent  of  Lieutenant 
Thomas,  after  his  departure  from  the  post,  in  his  testimony  states  that 
if  he  had  been  notified  of  this  deficiency  two  months  earlier  he  would 
have  paid  the  amount  himself  out  of  the  funds  of  Lieutenant  Thomas 
then  in  his  hands. 

The  memorialist  subsequently  instituted  a  suit  against  Lieutenant 
Thomas  for  this  deficiency  in  the  federal  court  of  New  Mexico,  but 
judgment  was  rendered  for  the  defendant  on  the  ground  that  the 
amount  deficient  was  the  property  of  the  United  States  and  not  of  the 
plaintiff. 

After  reviewing  all  the  parts  and  testimony  in  this  case,  the  com- 
^ttee  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Lieutenant  McFerran,  in  re- 
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oeipting  to  Lieutenant  Thomas  for  the  amount  as  marked  on  the  hoxes, 
on  the  assurance  of  the  latter  that  he  would  make  good  the  deficiencj 
if  any  should  he  found,  and  in  failing,  for  the  space  of  nearly  seven 
months  to  count  the  money,  relied  entirely  upon  the  assurances  and 
personal  responsihility  of  his  guarantor,  and  has  therefore  no  claim, 
either  legal  or  equitahle,  to  he  reimbursed  for  his  losses  by  the  United 
States. 

They,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  memorial  be  not 
granted. 


36th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J  Report 
Ist  Seaaion.     J  ^  No.  301. 


F.  W.  LANDER. 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Pendleton,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

•  REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  F.  W.  Lander  y  report : 

That  the  memorialist,*  during  the  early  part  of  the  year  18^4,  com- 
menced and  completed,  at  an  expense  of  five  thousand  dollars,  ($5,000,) 
which  was  defrayed  from  his  own  resources,  an  exploration  of  a  rail- 
road route  from  Puget's  Sound  to  the  Mississippi  river. 

The  legislative  assembly  of  Washington  Territory  appreciated  so 
highly  the  public  spirit  which  prompted  this  undertaking,  and  its  in- 
trinsic value,  that,  by  a  unanimous  vote,  it  presented  thanks  to  Mr. 
Lander,  and  instructed  its  delegate  to  present  the  report  of  the 
examination  to  Congress,  in  order  that  it  might  be  published,  and  to 
use  his  best  endeavors  to  procure  such  an  appropriation  as  would 
<<  compensate  Mr.  Lander  for  this  arduous  and  perilous  service,  and 
repay  the  necessary  expenses  incurred  in  this  survey." 

On  the  3d  day  of  August,  1854,  it  was  ordered  by  this  House  that 
the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  procure  from  F.  W.  Lander  a 
report  of  a  survey  of  a  railroad  route  from  Puget's  Sound,  by  Fort  Hall 
and  the  Oreat  Salt  Lake,  to  the  Mississippi  river  ;  and  on  the  8th  day 
of  the  same  month  the  Secretary  applied  to  Mr.  Lander  for  a  copy  of 
this  report,  notifying  him,  at  the  same  time^  that  there  was  no  fund 
at  the  disposal  of  the  department  with  which  to  make  any  remunera- 
tion for  the  document,  or  to  defray  any  expense  attending  the  furnish- 
mgit. 

In  November  of  the  same  year,  Mr.  Lander,  in  compliance  with 
this  request,  furnished  his  report  and  an  accompanying  map,  and 
afterwards  spent  some  time  in  revising  and  preparing  it  for  publica- 
tion, and  meanwhile,  the  14th  day  of  February  next  ensuing,  an  order 
was  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  for  its  printing.  By  the 
appropriation  bill  of  March  3,  1865,  Mr.  Lander  was  entitled  to  re- 
ceive the  sum  of  five  thousand  dollars  ^^  for  compeasation  for  furnish- 
JBg  the  report  of  his  reconnoissance  of  a  railroad  route  from  Wash- 
ington and  Oregon  Territories,  by  way  of  Fort  Hall,  to  Salt  Lake." 

This  amount  was  not  greater  than  the  mere  expense  of  making  the^ 
^nnoissance ;  it  did  not  compensate  Mr.  Lander  for  his  time  and 
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labor  expended  on  the  work ;  but  there  is  evidence  before  the  com- 
mittee that,  at  that  time,  Mr.  Lander  was  satisfied  with  the  appro- 
priation. He  had  taken  much  interest  in  the  survey  ;  was  desirous  to 
have  his  report  printed  and  preserved  with  the  records  of  other  ex- 
plorations of  the  west,  and  expected  in  this  to  find  the  reward  of  his 
trials  and  exposure  during  a  long  and  difficult  journey. 

Subsequently,  it  is  alleged,  some  difficulty  sprung  up  between  Mr. 
Lander  and  the  War  Department,  in  reference  to  the  contents  of  his 
report,  and  its  printing  was  forbidden  until  the  objectionable  parts 
were  stricken  out.  It  is  furtber  alleged  that,  in  consequence  of  this 
refusal,  Mr.  Lander  rewrote  his  report,  and  spent  much  time  in 
making  it  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  department,  and  in 
obtaining  the  order  for  its  publication. 

The  committee  did  not  examine  the  proof  of  these  allegations. 

The  committee  know  of  no  authority  in  the  department  to  refuse  to 
execute  the  order  of  the  House  for  the  printing^^f  any  document 
which  is  in  its  control,  or  to  require  any  change  to  be  made  in  it«  con- 
tentS)  nor  of  the  right  of  any  person  whatsoever  to  mutilate  or  change, 
in  any  particular,  any  report  or  other  paper  which  has  passed  into 
the  custody  of  the  House,  even  though  required  by  the  department  to 
make  such  alteration. 

If,  then,  the  allegations  were  entirely  true,  it  would  follow  that  the 
demand  made  by  the  department  to  rewrite  and  change  the  report, 
and  the  compliance  by  Mr.  Lander  with  such  demand,  were  both  with- 
out authority  and  in  derogation  of  the  rights  of  the  House,  and  could 
form  no  just  ground  for  a  claim  for  compensation. 

Nor  would  a  refusal  of  the  War  Department  to  print  the  report, 
even  if  made  on  proper  grounds,  enable  Mr.  Lander  to  claim  now  a 
further  amount  in  addition  to  that  with  which  he  was  satisfied  at  the 
time  of  the  former  payment.  He  should  have  come  to  the  House,  and 
asked  it  to  enforce  its  order ;  and  this,  on  a  proper  showing,  the  House 
would  without  doubt  have  done. 

The  committee  has  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  labors  of  Mr. 
Lander  were  severe  and  difficult;  that  his  reconnoissance  was  prose- 
cuted, amidst  many  dangers,  with  skill  and  ability  ;  that  his  report  has 
imparted  valuable  information  to  the  govern 'nent;  but  it  has  also 
reason  to  believe  that^  at  the  time  of  the  payment  to  him,  Mr.  Lander 
was  satisfied  with  the  amount  appropriated,  and  it  finds,  in  subsequent 
events,  nothing  to  require  a  further  payment  to  be  made. 

The  committee,  therefore,  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  memorial. 


B5th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J  Report 
Id  Session.     S  i  No.  302. 


WM.  B,  DODD  AND  OTHERS. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R,  No.  507.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Hr.  Pendleton,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  Wm.  B,  Doddy  respectfully  report : 

That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Honse  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  last  Congress,  after  an  examination  of  this  case, 
made  the  following  report,  which  this  committee  approves  and  desires 
to  make  again  to  the  Honse,  embodying  their  own  recommendation  : 
^'  The  memorialist  was  engaged  in  the  construction  of  a  private  road 
from  Rockbend,  a  short  distance  above  Traverse  des  Sioux,  to  St. 
Paul.     While  thus  engaged,  Captain  J.  L.  Reno,  brevet  captain  of 
the  Ordnance  Department,  in  surveying  the  military  road  provided 
for  by  act  of  Congress,  known  as  the  Big  Sioux  and  Mendota  military 
road,  came  upon  the  road  being  constructed  by  the  memorialist,  and 
adopted  it  as  a  part  of  the  said  military  road  provided  for  by  act  of 
Congress.     The  petitioner  was  to  have  been  paid  for  said  private  road 
by  subscription,  previous  to  its  adoption  by  the  government;  but 
three  hundred  dollars,  however,  were  subscribed  for  the  same  up  to 
the  time  Captain  Reno  adopted  it  as  a  part  of  the  government  road. 
After  sucii  adoption^  Captain  Reno  having  estimated  the  cost  of  the 
same,  embraced  it  in  the  estimate  for  the  completion  of  the  military 
road,  and,  upon  such  an  estimate.  Congress  made  an  appropriation 
for  the  same.     In  Executive  Document  No.  97,  1st  session  33d  Con- 
gress, will  be  found,  in  Captain  Reno's  report,  the  following  reference 
to  it: 

''*  Opposite  Traverse  des  Sioux  we  struck  a  road,  newly  cut  out, 
from  Rockbend  (a  short  distance  above  Traverse  des  Sioux)  to  St.  Paul, 
by  Captain  Dodd,  of  Minnesota.  This  gentleman,  with  a  surveyor 
and  ten  men  and  two  teams,  had  been  employed  109  days  in  cutting 
out  this  road  and  bridging  the  streams.  It  materially  assisted  our 
•unrey,  and  enabled  us  to  get  through  the  *  Big  Woods'  several  weeks 
•ooner  than  we  would  otherwise  have  done  without  this — our  only 
guide  among  this  unexplored  labyrinth  of  lakes  and  marshes. 
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**  *I  have  included  in  the  estimates  the  cost  of  cutting  out  this  road, 
and  take  pleasure  in  recommending  that  Captain  Dodd  and  his  party 
be  paid  for  their  labor  out  of  the  appropriation  for  making  the  Men- 
dota  military  road.' 

^^In  his  estimate,  which  was  before  Congress  at  the  time  it  made 
the  appropriation,  which  is  found  in  the  same  document,  he  has  a 
distinct  item :  *Add,  for  cost  of  Dodd's  road,  &c.,  &c.,  13,270.' " 

The  evidence  before  the  committee  satisfactorily  proves  that  the 
actual  expense  incurred  by  Captain  Dodd  in  making  the  road  exceeded 
that  sum. 

'*It  is  proven  that  Dodd  never  received  a  cent  but  $300  by  private 
subscription,  the  adoption  of  the  same  by  the  government  having 
obviated  the  necessity  of  subscriptions. 

^'  The  committee  think  that  the  intention  of  Congress,  in  making 
the  appropriation  including  this  item,  was,  that  the  memorialist  should 
be  paid  for  the  road  constructed  by  him. 

"  The  committee,  accordingly,  report  a  bill  to  carry  out  the  intent 
of  the  previous  act,  the  accounting  officer  having  refused  to  pay  the 
said  Dodd  the  cost  of  said  road.  The  bill,  it  will  be  found,  appoints 
a  commissioner  to  disburse  the  said  amount.  This  is  done  in  order 
to  secure  to  the  workmen  employed  on  the  same  the  amount  due  them 
for  their  labor,  the  memorialist  having,  by  reason  of  his  failure  to 
receive  the  cost  of  the  road,  been  unable,  up  to  this  time,  to  discharge 
all  the  obligations  against  him  for  labor  furnished  in  the  construction 
of  the  same." 


35th  CJonorbbs,  }    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
l8i  Session.     S  I  No.  303. 


ELEAZER  WILLIAMS,  HEIR  OF  THOMAS  WILLIAMS. 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  No.  5€8.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Pendleton,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

7%e  Committer  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  Mary  Ann  Williams ^  report: 

That  Thomas  Williams,  the  hushand  of  the  petitioner,  was  an  Iro- 
quois chief  of  the  St.  Regis  tribe  of  Indians  in  Canada^  possessed  of 
great  influeDce  and  authority  in  his  tribe,  and  holding  in  his  own 
right  and  participating  in,  as  a  member  of  the  tribe,  a  very  consid- 
erable property. 

When  hostilities  were  threatened  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  prior  to  the  war  of  1812,  it  was  deemed  of  much  import- 
ance to  secure  the  neutrality  of  the  ludians  living  in  Canada ;  and 
accordingly  Mr.  Jefferson  addressed  to  some  of  their  principal  men  a 
letter  urging  upon  them  the  propriety  of  remaining  neutral,  and  in 
case  they  should  find  this  impossible  while  remaining  in  Canada,  in- 
viting them  to  come  over  to  this  country  with  the  promise  that  they 
should  find  here  new  settlements,  and  kindness  and  protection  from 
our  people. 

When  the  war  actually  commenced  General  Dearborn  was  in  com- 
mand of  the  troops  in  western  New  York,  and  induced  the  said  Thomas 
Williams,  with  other  influential  chiefs,  to  quit  their  homes  and  iami- 
lies  and  join  the  fortunes  of  the  United  States,  under  the  assurance 
that  they  should  be  taken  care  of  and  receive  a  reabonable  compeusa- 
tioQ.  The  services  rendered  were  of  the  most  efficient  and  valuable 
character,  and  were  continued  without  intermission  until  the  close  of 
tbe  war.  Two  sons  of  the  said  Thomas  Williams  as  well  as  himself 
^ere  engaged  actively  in  military  operations,  and  received  the  com- 
mendations of  their  officers  for  their  zeal,  bravery,  and  fidelity.  In 
^nsequence  of  leaving  the  territory  of  Great  Britain  he  was  deprived 
^f  the  property  which  he  held  in  his  own  right  and  as  a  member  of 
^he  tribe  ;  and  being  forbidden  to  return  he  was  compelled  to  remain 
^<id  take  up  his  residence  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

The  amount  of  property  which  he  owned  in  Canada,  including  that 
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in  whicli  as  a  member  of  the  tribe  he  participated ,  is  proven  by  ma 
affidavits  to  have  been  at  least  fourteen  thousand  dollars  (|14,00( 
bv  some  it  is  stated  to  have  been  as  much  as  sixteen  thousand  doll: 
(116,000.) 

In  1815,  soon  after  the  peace,  the  case  was  laid  before  the  governme 
and  on  the  23d  of  January,  1816,  an  order  from  the  War  Departm 
was  issued  to  the  commanding  officer  at  Plattsburg,  in  New  York 
furnish  Williams  with  six  rations  per  day  for  support  of  himself  i 
family  until  further  orders.  The  rations  were  furnished  for  some  t 
and  were  then  discontinued  only  because  of  the  evacuation  of  that  ik 
tary  post.     The  *^ further  orders"  were  never  given. 

After  these  rations  were  in  this  way  cut  off,  Williams  lived  for  s^ 
years  in  great  poverty,  and  finally  dying,  left  his  widow,  the  me 
rialist,  at  an  advanced  age,  without  property^  and  dependant  a 
the  charity  of  her  son. 

Since  the  filing  of  this  memorial  she  has  died,  leaving  as  her 
heir  and  devisee  her  son,  the  Bev.  Eleazer  Williams,  who  is  lik^ 
the  sole  surviving  son  and  heir  of  the  said  Thomas  Williams. 

These  facts  are  abundantly  proven  by  the  evidence  submitted  td 
committee,  the  most  part  of  which  is  attached  hereto. 

Your  committee  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  cotemporaneoos 
struction  of  the  contract  between  General  Dearborn,  on  behalf  o:tf 
government,  and  Williams,  as  evidenced  by  the  order  to  furnish  ' 
rations  per  day  for  the  support  of  himself  and  family  until  fcL^ 
orders,"  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  good  faith  of  the  govern.  ^ 
is  pledged  to  carry  it  out  fully  and  fairly,  by  paying  to  the  repr-< 
tative  of  the  said  memorialist  the  value  of  six  rations  per  day  frorx 
date  of  the  abandonment  of  the  military  post  at  Plattsburg  unti 
Ist  day  of  May,  1866,  the  date  of  her  death,  and  continuing  t^ 
said  Eleazer  Williams,  the  surviving  member  of  the  family,  (ii3 
his  life,  the  payment  of  a  yearly  sum  equal  to  one-half  the  and 
allowed  by  the  said  order  for  the  support  of  the  whole  family  y 
report  a  bUl  accordingly. 


In  the  House  of  Beprksbntatives,  January  16,  1857. 

To  {he  honorable  the  Senaie  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  U^ 
SicUes  of  America  in  Congress  assembled: 

The  memorial  and  petition  of  Mary  Ann  Williams,  of  the  St.  B 
tribe,  in  the  county  of  Franklin,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  reBl 
fully  showeth : 

That  your  memorialist  is  the  widow  of  the  late  Thomas  Willie 
an  Iroquois  chief  of  the  aforesaid  tribe ;  that  he  was  a  native  of  Can 
and  of  the  Iroquois  nation  of  Indians  ;  and  that  in  consequence  of 
menacing  aspect  of  affairs  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit 
the  government  of  this  country  became  solicitous  to  gain  the  co-op 
tion  or  secure  the  neutrality  of  the  various  tribes  of  Indians  in 
vicinity  of  the  northern  frontier.   With  this  view  President  Jeffer^ 
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in  1808,  addressed  an  earnest  letter  to  those  Indians,  the  original  of 
wWcli  is  in  the  possession  of  your  memorialist,  (marked  A,)  in  which, 
after  recommending  to  them  to  maintain  a  neutral  attitude  in  case 
war  should  occur  between  the  two  countries,  he  says:  ^*  Should  the 
GDglish  insist  on  their  taking  up  the  hatchet  against  us,  if  they  choose 
rather  to  break  up  their  settlements  and  come  over  to  live  in  peace 
with  08,  we  will  find  other  settlements  for  them,  and  they  shall  be- 
come our  children." 

Toor  memorialist  further  represents  that  it  was  well  known  to  the 
American  government  that  the  husband  of  your  memorialist^  Thomas 
Williams,  was  one  of  the  chiefs  of  the  Iroquois  nation^  and  that  he 
powessed  a  very  great  influence  with  his  own  and  other  tribes  within 
the  British  dominions.  In  fact,  he  was  regarded  as  capable  of  deter- 
P^iog  the  part  which  they  should  take  in  the  anticipated  war  ;  and 
it  hficame  important,  therefore,  to  engage  his  eiOScient  co-operation  and 
good  wishes.  He  was  consequently,  when  hostilities  commenced, 
^specially  invited  to  join  the  American  standard,  and  to  repress,  by 
his  influence  and  efforts,  any  warlike  movements  which  might  be  con- 
templated by  his  own  or  other  tribes  against  the  United  States. 

for  the  services  which  he  was  asked  to  render  he  was  assured  that 
M  and  his  family  should  receive  a  support  during  the  war,  and  a  full 
indemnity  for  any  losses  he  might  sustain  in  consequence  of  connect- 
mg  himself  with  this  country.  Feeling  entire  confidence  in  these 
•wwances,  he  came  to  the  United  States  in  the  beginning  of  1813  ; 
^^g^ged  warmly  in  the  American  cause,  and  exerted,  with  great  suc- 
J^)  his  influence  \vith  his  own  and  neighboring  tribes  in  Lower 
^^*da.  It  is  well  known  to  the  inhabitants  on  the  northern  frontier 
**t  those  nations  took  no  part  against  the  United  States  in  that  war. 

In  consequence  of  thus  abandoning  the  cause  and  leaving  the  terri- 
tones  of  Great  Britain,  the  husband  of  your  memorialist  was  deprived 
•J  well  of  his  own  property  as  that  in  which  he  participated  as  one 
"  the  tribe  ;  and,  at  the  termination  of  the  war,  his  conduct  having 
•wakened  the  resentment  of  the  British  functionaries,  and  particularly 
those  connected  with  the  Indian  department,  he  was  prohibited  from 
returning  among  them.  Thus  compelled  to  fix  himself  in  the  State 
w  New  York,  where  he  resided  but  a  short  time  before  his  death, 
greatly  advanced  in  years,  and  was  for  many  years  wholly  incapable 
^  iQaintaining  himself,  his  own  property  has  been  sacrificed  in  fur- 
*n^ing  the  views  and  advancing  the  interest  of  the  United  States. 

Your  memorialist  would  further  represent  that,  in  confirmation  of 
JJ^  foregoing  statement  that  the  deceased  chief  and  his  family  were 
^  ^  sustained  and  supported  by  the  government,  an  order  was  issued 
i^the  War  Department  on  January  23,  1816,  to  the  commanding 
^^oerat  Plattsburg,  '*  to  issue  six  rations  per  day  to  Thomas  Williams, 
'Y^oqnois  chief,  for  the  support  of  himself  and  family,  until  further 
^«^8,"  (marked  B.) 

^^der  this  order  the  deceased  chief  received  rations  only  one  year 
r^^the  date  of  the  said  order,  and  this  in  consequence  of  the  military 
?^*  at  Plattsburg  being  evacuated ;  and  from  that  period  up  to  the 
2^^  of  his  death  he  received  no  more  rations  from  the  government, 
^^OQgh  the  order  was  *^  never  revoked,"  (paper  0.)    Your  memo- 
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rialist  conceives  that  the  accompanying  letter  (marked  D)  from  Mr, 
Graham,  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  Thomas  R.  Gold,  esq.,  snflSciently 
showeth  that  the  chief  and  his  family  **  have  still  a  well-founded  claim 
to  compensation  from  the  government."  And  your  memorialist,  being 
greatly  advanced  in  years,  and  wholly  incapable  of  maintaining  her- 
self, therefore,  in  her  own  behalf  and  family,  prays  that  she  may  yet 
be  fully  allowed  the  rations  according  to  the  aforementioned  order  of 
the  War  Department,  and  that  she  and  her  family  be  liberally  remu- 
nerated fbr  the  services  rendered  by  her  late  deceased  husband  to  the 
Dniied  States. 
Your  memorialist  and  petitioner,  as  in  duty  bound,  will  ever  pray. 

ber 

MARY  ANN  +  WILLIAMS. 

mark. 

Signed  in  presence  of — 

Elbazbr  Williams. 
HoGANSBUKG,  September ^  1849. 


A. 

To  Colonel  Louis  Cook  and  Jacob  FranciSy  of  the  8t.  Begia  Indians, 

My  Children  :  I  take  you  by  the  hand,  and  all  the  people  of  St. 
Begis  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  I  desire  to  speak  to 
them  through  you.  A  great  misunderstanding  has  taken  place  be- 
tween the  English  and  the  United  States ;  and  although  we  desire  to 
live  in  peace  with  all  the  world  and  unmolested,  yet  it  is  not  quite 
certain  whether  this  diflference  will  end  in  peace  or  war.  Should  war 
take  place,  do  you,  my  children,  remain  at  home  in  peace,  taking  care 
of  your  wives  and  children.  You  have  no  concern  in  our  quarrel; 
take,  therefore,  no  part  in  it.  We  do  not  wish  you  to  spill  your  blood 
in  our  battles ;  we  can  fight  them  ourselves.  Say  the  same  to  yonr 
red  brethren  everywhere  ;  let  them  remain  neutral  and  quiet,  and  we 
will  never  disturb  them ;  and  should  the  English  insist  on  their  taking 
up  the  hatchet  against  us,  if  they  choose  rather  to  break  up  their  set- 
tlements and  come  over  to  live  in  peace  with  us,  we  will  find  other 
settlements  for  them,  and  they  shall  become  our  children.  The  red 
nations  who  shall  remain  in  peace  with  the  United  States  shall  forever 
find  them  true  friends  and  fathers ;  those  who  commence  against  them 
an  unprovoked  war  must  expect  their  lasting  enmity. 

My  children,  I  wish  you  well  and  a  safe  return  to  your  own  country. 

TH.  JEFFERSON. 

Mat  5,  1808. 


B. 


Department  of  War, 

January  23,  1816. 


Sir  :  You  will  please  to  direct  that  six  rations  per  day  be  issued  to 
Thomas  Williams,  an  Iroquois  chief,  for  the  support  of  himself  and 
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family,  until  further  orders.  The  rations  may  be  delivered  to  him 
from  time  to  time,  as  he  shall  be  able  to  carry  them  to  his  residence, 
which  I  understand  is  too  distant  to  be  received  daily,  or  even  weekly. 
Tou  are  also  authorized  to  present  to  him  three  suits  of  clothing,  such 
as  are  supplied  to  the  soldiers  of  the  United  States. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

WM.  H.  CRAWFORD. 

OmCEB  COMMANDIKa  AT 

FUUtaburg,  New  York. 


Department  of  War, 
Office  of  Indian  Affairs^  December  12,  1835. 

Sir  :  Tour  letter  of  the  3d  ultimo,  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  has 
been  referred  to  this  ojQSce. 

After  diligent  searcn,  it  cannot  be  found  that  the  order  in  1816, 
authorizing  the  furbishing  of  rations  to  Thomas  Williams,  has  ever 
been  revoked. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ELBERT  HERRING. 
Hr.  Elbazbr  Williams, 

Hogansburgy  New  York. 


Whitestown,  New  York, 

April  25,  181T. 
Sib  :  Mr.  Thomas  Williams,  possessing  extensive  influence  over  the 
Indians  in  Canada,  and  there  resident  at  the  commencement  of  the 
late  war,  was  induced  by  General  Dearborn  to  restrain  the  Indians 
from  aiding  the  British  in  the  war.  General  D.  pledging  himself  to 
provide  for  him,  Williams.     Williams  was  finally  obliged  to  abandon 
nis  property,  about  $13,000,  and  to  remove  to  the  United  States.     He 
repaired  to  Washington  in  the  winter  of  1816,  and  presented  his 
claims,  which  were  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  War.     The  claim  was 
suspended  for  the  proofs  as  to  his  property  in  Canada.     Proof  was 
afterwards  furnished.     I  am  requested  to  ask  what  determination  has 
been  made  on  his  claim,  and  what  may  be  expected  from  the  govern- 
ment.    Please,  sir,  inform  me. 
,  I  am,  sir,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

THOS.  R.  GOLD. 
Hon.  Grorob  Graham, 

Acting  Secretary ^  do. 
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D. 

An  extract  from  a  letter  from  Oeorge  Oraham  to  Thomas  B.  OM,  eag. 

Depabtmknt  of  War, 

August  16,  1817. 
SiE :  Tour  letter  of  25th  April  was  duly  received.  The  papers  in 
the  case  of  Thomas  and  Eleazer  Williams  had  all  heen  before  Mr. 
Crawford,  but  were  not  acted  upon  by  him  while  Secretary  of  War. 
On  the  receipt  of  your  letter,  I  had  the  papers  collected,  with  the 
intention  of  laying  them  before  the  President  previous  to  his  departure 
on  his  tour  ;  but  the  account  of  Eleazer  Williams  and  agreement  with 
General  Dearborn,  which  he  states  to  have  been  forwarded  to  this  de- 
partment by  Mr.  Savage,  are  not  with  the  papers,  nor  have  I  sinoe 
Deen  able  to  find  them,  and  there  is  no  memorandum  of  their  having 
been  received. 

From  the  answers  of  General  Dearborn  and  General  Mooers  to  the 
letters  addressed  by  this  department  to  them  in  relation  to  these  claim- 
ants, it  appears  that  they  have  a  tveU-founded  daim  to  oompenscUion 
from  the  government;  but  how  far  the  executive  government  can  grant 
them  compensation  for  the  property  lost  in  Canada  is  doubtful. 
With  sentiments  ot  great  respect  and  esteem,  Ssc.\ 

GEORGE  GRAHAM. 
Thomas  R.  Gold,  Esq., 

Whiteetowny  New  York. 


E. 

Platsbueg,  September  8,  1815. 
We  hereby  certify  that  Thomas  Williams,  a  chief  of  the  Iroquois  na- 
tion of  Indians,  known  by  the  name  of  Cahnawaga,  in  consequence  of 
his  attachment  to  the  United  States  during  the  late  war,  left  his  resi- 
dence, in  the  province  of  lower  Canada,  ana  came  to  the  United  States, 
where  he  now  remains ;  the  consequence  of  which,  it  is  said,  was  the 
loss  of  considerable  property,  large  expenses,  and  other  personal 
inconveniences. 

BENJ.  MOOERS, 
PETER  SAILLY. 


I,  Eleazer  Williams,  of  Lawrence,  in  the  county  of  Brown  and  State 
of  Wisconsin,  testify  and  say :  That  I  was  in  the  secret  service  of  the 
United  States  in  the  war  which  commenced  in  1812,  and  that  I  had 
the  charge  and  commanded  the  secret  corps  of  observation  on  the  north- 
ern frontier  during  the  said  war  ;  and  that  it  was  through  me  that  my 
father,  Thomas  Williams,  an  Iroquois  chief,  was  especially  invited,  in 
behalf  of  the  general  government,  by  Major  General  Dearborn,  of  the 
United  States  army,  and  Major  General  Mooers,  of  the  New  York 
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diyision,  to  join  the  American  standard,  and  to  repress,  by  hijs  influ- 
ence and  efforts,  any  warlike  movements  which  might  be  contemplated 
by  his  own  and  other  tribes  against  the  United  States.  For  the  ser- 
fices  which  he  was  asked  to  render  he  was  assured  that  he  and  his 
ftmily  should  receive  a  support  during  the  war,  and  a  full  indemnity 
for  any  losses  which  he  might  sustain  in  consequence  of  connecting 
himself  with  the  United  States.  Having  a  great  confidence  in  these 
issurances,  he  came  to  the  United  States  in  1813,  engaged  warmly  in 
Uie  American  cause,  and  exerted,  with  great  success,  his  influence 
with  his  own  and  neighboring  tribes  in  the  Canadas. 

And  further,  I  testify  that  instead  of  receiving  his  support  and 
fiunily's  from  the  government,  as  he  was  promised,  it  was  only  occa- 
sionally some  rations  were  issued  to  him,  and  these  were  obtained, 
with  much  difficulty,  from  the  commissariat  department ;  and  to  pre- 
vent their  suffering  for  want  of  food  and  clothing  I  was  compelled  to 
sustain  them  ;  and  that  the  War  Department  had  such  a  strong  evi- 
dence of  his  claim  upon  the  government  for  the  promised  rations,  it 
issued  an  order  on  January  23,  1816,  *^  six  rations  per  day,  /or  the 
support  of  himself  and  family,  until  further  orders."     Which  order 
was  intended,  and  so  understood  at  the  time  by  the  War  Department 
and  Thomas  Williams,  that  it  should  continue  for  a  series  of  years ; 
but,  instead  of  this,  its  continuance  was  but  for  a  short  time,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  post  at  Plattsburg,  whence  he  drew  his  rations^  being 
evacuated  by  the  troops  ;  and  that,  according  to  the  best  of  my  know- 
ledge, said  Thomas  Williams  was  never  indemnified  for  his  losses  of 
property,  or  remunerated  by  the  United  States  for  his  services,  as  he 
was  promised  by  the  government  through  me,  as  one  of  its  secret 
agents,  when  he  was  invited  to  join  her  standard  in  1812  ;  and  that 
the  sacrifices  and  losses  he  sustained  in  property  for  so  doing  were 
estimated  to  be  between  seven  and  eight  thousand  dollars,  and  besides 
the  annuity  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  which  he  was  allowed, 
and  received,  from  the  British  government. 

In  confirmaiion  of  the  value  of  the  above  property,  affidavits  were 
made  by  persons  of  probity  and  honor,  from  Canada,  before  the  Hon- 
orable Pliny  Mooers,  of  Champlain,  in  the  county  of  Clinton  and  State 
of  New  York,  in  March,  1816.  The  same  were  forwarded  to  the  War 
Denartment  by  Mr.  Savage,  then  a  member  of  Congress  from  the  State 
of  JSew  York.  It  is  to  these  papers  that  Mr.  George  Graham,  Secre- 
tary of  War,  in  his  letter  to  the  Honorable  Thomas  R.  Gold,  (of  16th 
August,  1817,)  refers,  when  he  says :  ^*The  papers  in  the  cases  of 
Thomas  Williams  and  Eleazer  Williams  had  been  all  before  Mr. 
Crawford,  but  were  not  acted  upon  by  him  while  Secretary  of  War. 
I  had  the  papers  collected,  with  the  intention  of  laying  them  before 
the  President  previous  to  his  departure  on  his  tour." 

ELEAZER  WILLIAMS. 

4 

Personally  appeared  Eleazer  Williams,  to  me  well  known,  and  made 
oath  to  the  truth  of  the  foregoing  deposition,  by  him  subscribed  before 
me  this  18th  day  of  January,  1850. 

EDWARD  OUTHWAITE, 
Notary  Public^  Brown  county y  Wisconsin. 
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A  letter  from  the  Hon.  John  Savage^  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  State  of 
New  Torkf  to  D.  L.  Vanderheydeny  Esq. 

Salem,  July  1, 1816. 

Dear  Sir  :  Yours  of  the  25th  ultimo  is  but  just  received.  All  I 
can  say  in  answer  is,  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  whom  the  petition 
of  Thomas  Williams  was  referred,  made  no  report.  I  presented  to 
him  the  aiOSdavits  sent  me  by  Mr.  Williams,  but  he  gave  me  no  inti- 
mation on  the  subject  from  which  I  can  give  an  opinion  as  to  the 
probable  result.  My  own  opinion  is,  that  compensation  ought  to  be 
made  him  upon  principles  of  justice  as  well  as  policy.  Whether  the 
Secretary  entertains  the  same  opinion  I  know  not.  Much  will  depend 
upon  his  report. 

I  am,  dear  sir,  very  respectfully,  yours,  &c., 

JOHN  SAVAGE. 

D.  L.  Yanberhhtdbn,  Esq. 


Extract  from  letter  of  General  Dearborny  dated  February  18,  1816,  to 
the  War  Department^  and  now  on  file  there. 

"  His  father  (Thomas  Williams)  was  an  influential  chief,  and  was 
unwilliDg  to  take  up  arms  against  the  United  States ;  and  in  the 
course  of  the  year  he  and  two  or  three  other  chiefs  quitted  their  fam- 
ilies and  wives  and  came  over  to  us.  I  assured  them  that  they  should 
be  taken  care  of,  and  receive  a  reasonable  compensation." 


B5th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.    C    Report 
IH  Session.     J  i  No.  304. 


WILLIAM  B.  DRAPER— LEGAL  REPRESENTATIVES  OP. 

[To  aooompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  509.] 


April  IT,  1858. 


Mr.  P.  H.  MoRSB^  from  the  Committee  on  Nnval  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
cf  WiUiam  G.  Draper ^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and 
report  as  fciHows: 

Before  the  sailing  of  the  ^^  Japan  expedition,"  under  Commodore 
Matthew  C.  Perry,  the  memorialist,  William  B.  Draper,  of  Milwaa- 
kie,  Wisconsin,  heing  an  expert  in  magnetic  telegraphing  and  a 
Imilder  of  telegraph  lines^  was  appointed  Ui  take  charge  of  the  tele- 
graphing apparatus  about  to  be  sent  out  by  this  government  as  a 
present  to  the  Japanese  government. 

Congress  having  failed  to  pass  a  law  authorizing  the  formation  of  a 
scientific  corps,  the  memorialist  entered  the  service  as  master's  mate, 
tbe  pay  attaching  to  which  office  was  only  twenty-five  dollars  per 
month ;  being,  as  he  alleges,  assured  by  the  commodore  that  Con- 
eress  would  not  fail  to  erant  such  compensation  for  the  services  ren- 
dered as  the  members  of  the  scientific  corps  might  fairly  claim.  Dur- 
ing the  expedition  he  had  entire  charge  of  the  telegraphing  apparatus, 
^nd  constructed  and  put  the  same  in  successful  operation,  for  illustra- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  Lew  Chew,  China  and  Japan,  and  telegraph- 
ing was  carried  on  in  the  Japanese,  Dutch,  and  English  languages. 

In  a  letter  to  the  memorialist.  Commodore  Perry  highly  commends 
^  ability  and  zeal,  and  alludes  to  him  very  favorably  in  his  history 
of  the  **  expedition."  Bayard  Taylor,  in  his  ^^  India,  China,  and 
Japan,"  also  mentions  Mr.  Draper,  and  further  says:  "The  tele- 
Staphic  apparatus  worked  admiraoly  ;  and  though  the  natives  could 
o^y  partially  comprehend  its  character,  they  regarded  it  with  a  kind 
^  superstitious  awe,"  &c. 

Tour  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  pay  received  by  the  me- 
morialist was  entirely  inadequate  to  the  importance  of  the  services 
Rendered,  and  they  accordingly  report  a  bill  for  his  relief,  granting  to 
1^18  legal  representatives  (he  having  since  died)  fifteen  hundred  dol- 
Ws  per  annum^  deducting  the  pay  already  received  in  his  capacity  as 
lister's  mate,  and  recommend  that  it  do  pass. 
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Note. — Bayard  Taylor,  in  his  "  India,  China,  and  Japan,"  (Library 
of  Congress,)  says,  at  page  450,  when  speaking  of  Lew  Chew,  "Dur- 
ing our  visit  the  commodore  applied  to  the  authorities  to  lease  a  house 
on  shore  for  a  short  time,  that  the  daguerreotype  and  telegraphic  ap- 
paratus might  be  put  up  and  tested.  They  designated  a  little  temple 
near  the  village  of  Tumai,  two  miles  north  of  Napa.  *  *  • 
Mr,  Draper  went  ashore  with  his  assistants  and  remained  three  weeks; 
were  dafly  visited  by  numbers  of  the  better  class  of  natives^  who 
watched  the  operation  with  the  greatest  curiosity. 

"The  telegraphic  apparatus  worked  admirably,  and  though  the 
natives  could  only  partially  comprehend  its  character,  they  regarded 
it  with  a  kind  of  superstitious  awe,"  &c. 

Note  2. — At  page  450,  vol.  1,  of  History  of  Japan  Expedition, 
Commodore  Perry  speaks  of  Draper  and  his  services,  and  also  gives 
an  illustration  of  the  line  and  its  operation. 


35th  Conqeess,  )   HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.   C  Report 
lat  SesaioH.     )  {  No.  306. 


DR.  GEO.  H.  HOWELL. 

(To  aeoompany  BUI  H.  R.  No.  510.] 


Apbil  17,  1868. 


Ur.  Flobbnob,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Dr.  George  H,  Hotvdly  assistant  surgeon  in  the  navy  of  the  United 
States  J  have  had  the  same  under  oonsiderationy  and  stibmit  the  foUouh 
ingrqport: 

The  petitioner,  at  the  time  of  the  examination  of  other  assistant 
surgeons  of  his  date,  was  absent  on  a  crnise  off  the  coast  of  Africa, 
from  which  he  could  not  return  until  se^en  months  after  said  examina- 
tion. Upon  his  return  he  was  examined  and  promoted,  but  allowed 
tey  only  from  the  date  of  actual  issuing  of  his  commission  from  the 
Qepartment,  and  not  from  the  date  of  his  increased  rank,  making  a 
balance  as  against  him  $298  61. 

Your  committee,  in  accordance  with  its  uniform  practice  in  similar 
cases,  report  a  bill  for  his  relief,  granting  him  increased  pay  from  the 
commencement  of  his  increased  rank,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


INGRESS,  I    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    >   Report 
88ion.     J  J  No.  306. 


JHEMIAH  8.  DRAPER  AND  WILLIAM  HOLDEN. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  511.] 


April  17,  1858. 


[N  SuERBiAN,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  made  the 
following 

REPORT. 

imiftee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial  of 
tiah  S.  Draper f  have  had  the  same  under  consideration  and  beg 

0  report  : 

Paul  Draper,  formerly  of  Providence,  Rhode  Island,  was  a 

s  clerk  in  the  navy  of  the  United  States,  and  was  on  board 

;ed  States  ship  '^  L'Insurgente,"  in  the  year  1800,  when  she 

at  sea  with  all  on  board  ;  that  he  left  a  widow,  Mary  Draper, 

1  on  the  3d  of  March,  1853,  and  children  of  whom  the  peti- 
the  only  survivor  ;  and  that  William  Holden,  a  grandchild^ 

petitioner,  are  the  only  heirs  at  law  of  Paul  Draper,  and  of 
w,  Mary  Draper. 

cx)mmittee  find  that  under  the  acts  of  Congress,  herein  cited, 
•w  of  Paul  Draper  was  entitled  to  receive  the  following  sums : 
ier  the  act  of  April  29,  1802,  entitled  ''  An  act  for  the  relief 
ITS  and  orphans  of  certain  persons  who  have  died  in  the  naval 
f  the  United  States,"  a  sum  equal  to  four  months'  pay  of  her 

as  captain's  clerk^  amounting  to  one  hundred  and  sixty-six 
.nd  sixty-six  cents.  2d.  Under  the  act  approved  March  3, 
titled  *'  An  act  for  the  more  equitable  administration  of  the 
Lsion  fund,"  she  was  entitled  to  receive  half  the  monthly  pay 

her  husband  would  have  been  entitled,  commencing  from  the 
of  the  act  and  continuing  until  the  4th  day  of  March,  1842, 
3  said  act  was  repealed,  amounting  to  twelve  hundred  and  fifty 

X)mmittee  find  that  no  part  of  these  sums  was  received  from 
rnment,  but  that  the  widow  died  in  entire  ignorance  of  her 
ider  the  acts  above  named,  and  that  during  the  latter  years 
fe  she  was  supported  by  the  petitioner,  who  was  also  ignorant 
laws. 

w  applies  for  himself  and  his  nephew,  as  heirs  at  law  of  Mary 
for  the  amount  to  which  she  was  entitled  at  her  death.  The 
nected  with  the  claim  are  very  clearly  established  by  affidavits 
mentary  evidence,  and  present  the  simple  question  whether 
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the  heirs  at  law  of  a  person  to  whom  money  is  due  from  the  govi 
ment  for  a  pension  are  entitled  to  receive  it  after  his  or  her  death, 
the  application  had  been  made  by  the  widow  in  her  lifetime^  the  0 
missioner  of  Pensions  would  have  paid  it  under  the  existing  la 
The  money  was  in  the  hands  of  the  government  for  her  on  demai 
She  died  in  ignorance  of  her  rights,  aod  your  committee  can  see 
good  reason  why  the  money  should  not  be  paid  to  her  legal  represe 
atives  ;  and,  therefore,  they  report  the  accompanying  bill. 


J5th  Coxgress,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.      (  Report 
Ist  Session.     J  [  No.  307. 


ELIJAH  CLOSE. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  B.  Ko.  612.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Jewett,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions j  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
and  papers  of  Elijah  Close ^  of  Tennessee ^  report : 

That  upon  an  examination  of  the  same  they  have  come  to  the  same 
conclusion  as  did  the  committee  of  the  1st  session  of  the  34th  Con- 
gress, and  heg  leave  to  adopt  the  report  of  that  committee,  as  follows  : 


The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  were  re/erred  the  petition 
and  papers  of  Elijah  Close,  of  Tennessee,  beg  leave  to  submit  the  foU 
lounng  report : 

The  petitioner,  Elijah  Close,  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States  at  Germantown,  North  Carolina,  on  the  10th  of  August,  1812, 
for  the  term  of  five  years ;  was  marched  to  the  Canada  frontier, 
where,  during  the  war  with  Great  Britain,  he  participated  in  four  en- 
gagements with  the  enemy,  one  of  which  was  at  Plattsburg.  After 
a<xtive  service  on  the  Canada  frontier  was  over,  he  was  transferred  to 
the  barracks  at  Carlisle,  Pennsylvania,  where,  during  the  month  of 
August,  1815,  whilst  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  he  sustained 
severe  injuries  to  his  left  side  by  a  fall  from  the  barracks,  which,  from 
some  cause,  appears  to  have  given  way.  The  fall  bruised  and  injured 
Us  entire  left  side,  and  was  so  severe  that  he  lay  insensible  for  many 
weeks,  and  the  injuries  became  permanent.  He  was  subsequently 
honorably  discharged.  • 

The  petition  is  sustained  by  the  affidavits  of  two  reputable  surgeons 
and  physicians,  showing  his  disability  to  be  total ;  and  the  condition 
^f  the  applicant,  and  his  character,  are  sustained  by  the  affidavits  of 
four  respectable  neighbors,  who  have  known  him  for  many  years. 

The  petitioner  is  unable  to  comply  with  the  rules  of  the  Pension 
Office,  on  account  of  the  d^ath  and  dispersion  of  his  comrades,  so  as 
^  enable  him  to  apply  to  that  department  for  relief.     Among  the 
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papers  we  find  the  statement  of  Thomas  Usrey ,  who  was  in  the  service 
with  the  petitioner.  The  allegations  of  this  witness  follj  sustain  the 
petition  of  Mr.  Close  as  to  his  service  and  disability  in  all  all  material 
parts,  Mr.  Usrey  having  been  an  eye-witness  to  the  injuries  sustained 
by  the  claimant.  The  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
who  has  charge  of  the  rolls  of  the  service  in  which  these  men  were 
engaged,  states  that  they  were  both  in  the  service,  and  that  their 
names  appear  honorably  on  the  rolls. 

Your  committee  are  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  claim  is  a  proper 
one  for  relief,  and  herewith  report  a  special  act  to  cover  the  case. 


35th  OoHORBaB,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    5    Report 
IsiSemon.     )  ^  No.  308. 


WILLIAM  HOWELL. 

(To  aooompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  513.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Hr.  jBWBiTy  firom  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Z^he  OommiUee  en  Invalid  PensionSy  to  whom  teas  referred  the  papers  of 
William  Howdly  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  asking  an  inwdid  pension^ 
for  injuries  sustained  in  the  war  of  1812,  rq^ort : 

That  it  appears  from  the  evidence  filed,  that  said  William  Howell 
Unlisted  on  the  15th  July,  1812,  for  eighteen  months,  under  Captain 
Afartin  Hawkins,  in  the  27th  regiment  of  infantry ;  was  transferred 
shortly  after  to  the  company  of  Captain  Thornton  S.  Posey,  in  the 
Bame  regiment.  Whilst  on  his  way  from  Fort  Knox  to  Fort  Harri- 
Mn,  with  a  load  of  provisions  for  the  army,  he  was  shot  in  the  left 
breast  by  a  ball  fired  from  a  gun  in  the  hands  of  an  Indian ;  from 
the  effects  of  said  wound  he  has  never  recovered,  but  is  now  wholly 
disabled  from  obtaining  a  living  by  manual  labor. 

William  Hargiss  and  Abraham  Dye,  who  were  in  the  same  company 
^th  him,  swear  to  the  fact  of  his  having  received  the  wound  whilst 
In  the  line  of  his  duty, 

D.  B.  Cliff  and  S.  S.  Mayfield,  who  are  certified  to  be  physicians  of 
good  standing  in  Franklin,  Williamson  county,  Tennessee,  certify 
that  he  is  now  disabled  one  half  or  more. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  he  is  entitled  to  relief,  and  there- 
S>re  report  a  bill. 


as™  CoNGRBss,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (    Report 
l8i  Session.      J  )  No.  309. 


CONRAD  SCHROEDER. 

[To  accompanj  Bill  H.  R.  No.  514.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Jbwbtt^  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT- 

She  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
and  accompanying  papers  of  Conrad  Schroeder^  report : 

That  said  Conrad  Schroeder  was  a  captain  in  the  '^  Louisville  Le- 
^on/'  commanded  by  Colonel  Ormsby,  during  the  war  with  Mexico  ; 
t^hat  at  the  time  he  left  his  home  in  Louisville,  Kentucky ,  for  the  seat  of 
^war,  he  was  a  stout,  hearty  man,  weighing  260  pounds  ;  that  in  con- 
sequence of  heat,  water,  and  marching  through  marshes,  he  became 
severely  afflicted  in  his  feet,  to  such  an  extent  that  his  big  toe  on  the 
left  foot  became  a  running  ulcerous  sore,  and  finally  it  became  neces- 
sary to  amputate  the  same.  After  the  amputation  of  the  toe,  he  was 
oeized  with  congestion  of  the  lungs,  occasioned,  as  the  surgeons  state, 
l>y  the  too  sudden  stoppage  of  the  ulcerous  sore.  He  is  now  an  in- 
valid on  account  of  the  hemorrhage  of  the  lungs,  as  fully  appears  by 
the  sworn  affidavits  of  S.  N.  Hall  and  M.  Pyles,  who  are  certified  to 
be  physicians  in  good  standing.  The  evidence  of  service  and  disability 
is  further  sustained  by  the  sworn  affidavits  of  the  lieutenants  and 
sergeants  who  served  under  Captain  Schroeder.  Your  committee 
think  that  relief  should  be  granted  in  this  case,  and  to  that  end  beg 
leave  to  report  a  bill. 


S5TH  OoTORBBS,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Report 
l8t  Sesaion.     S  I  No.  310. 


ALEXANDER  S.  BEAN. 

[To  Aooompanj  Bill  H.  B.  No.  616.] 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  JewkiTj  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSi  made  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
and  other  papers  of  Alexander  8.  Bean,  beg  leave  to  stAmit  the  fd* 
lowing  report : 

That  it  appears  that  the  said  Bean  was  a  private  in  the  company  of 
Captain  Moses  Canan,  of  the  Pennsylvania  militia,  daring  the  war  of 
1812.  That  in  November,  1812,  he  was  attacked  with  fever,  gravel 
and  rheamatism,  in  consequence  of  which  he  was  discharged  on  a 
surgeon's  certificate  as  being  unfit  for  duty.  The  original  certificate 
of  the  surgeon  is  filed  with  the  papers. 

Captain  Moses  Canan,  under  whom  he  served,  swears  to  his  service 
and  disease  contracted  while  in  service. 

I.  P.  Cummins  and  James  Carrington,  who  are  certified  to  be 
respectable  surgeons  of  Westmoreland  county,  Pennsylvania,  swear 
to  his  disability  and  belief  that  he  is  totally  disabled.  A  bill  is  here- 
with reported  for  his  relief. 


SStH  OoNORBBB,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
l8t  Session.     S  I  No.  311. 


MICHAEL  A.  DEAVENPORT. 

[To  aooompuBj  Bill  H.  R.  No.  516.] 


April  17, 1868. 


Ifr.  Jewbtt,  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  PensionSy  made  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  on  Invalid  Pensions j  to  tohom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Michael  A.  Deavenportj  report : 

That  the  papers  accompanying  said  petition  show  that  the  petitioner 
was  a  private  in  the  company  of  Captain  William  Daugherty,  in  the 
2d  regiment  of  Kentucky  infantry,  in  the  war  with  Mexico ;  that  he 
was  wounded  in  the  shoulder  during  the  engagement  at  Buena  Yista, 
on  the  23d  day  of  February,  1847. 

Captain  William  Daugherty,  under  whom  he  seryed,  makes  affidavit 
to  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  petition. 

H.  P.  Sanders  and  T.  Welch,  who  are  certified  to  be  credible  and 
reputable  surgeons,  make  affidavit  to  his  present  condition  and  the 
nature  of  his  wound. 

Hon.  A.  Shaw,  a  member  of  this  House  from  the  7th  congressional 
district  of  Illinois,  furnishes  a  statement  that  he  is  personally  ac- 
quainted with  the  applicant,  and  knows  that  he  is  a  cripple  for  life 
and  wholly  unable  to  obtain  a  living  by  manual  labor.  Your  com- 
mittee think  he  is  entitled  to  relief  and  therefore  report  a  bill. 


35thCoko»bbb,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPBESENTATIVES.    J   Report 
Id  Session.     \  )  No.  312. 


PENSIONS  FOR  CERTAIN  WIDOWS  AND  ORPHANS. 

[Tb  Aooompanj  Bill  H.  B.  No.  617.] 


Apbil  17,  1868. 


Hr  JswBTTi  from  the  Gommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT. 

Tie  OommUtee  an  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petitions 
of  Margaret  C.  Hanson^  Louisa  J.  Holmes j  Olivia  W.  Cannon^  and 
swndry  other  widows  and  orphans^  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  the  act  entitled  '^  An  act  to  continue  half-pay  to  certain  widows 
^nd  orphans/'  approved  February  third,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
%od  fifty-three,  granted  a  pension  for  five  years  to  certain  widows  and 
t)rphans.  Your  committee  now  report  a  bill  extending  the  provisions 
v[  that  act  for  a  further  period  of  five  years,  which  will  grant  the 
^lief  prayed  for  by  the  petitioners. 


35th  Conorbk,  )    HOUSE  OF  fffiPEESENTATIVES.    (   Rbport 
Id  Session.     \  )  No.  313. 


MABY  C.  HAMILTON. 

[To  acoompanj  Bill  H.  R.  No.  518.] 


April  IT,  1858. 


Hi.  Borbins,  from  the  Committee  oa  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  an  Invalid  Pensions^  ta  wham  woe  referred  the  petition 
of  Mrs.  Mary  C.  Hamilton^  widow  of  Captain  Fowler  Hamilton^ 
report: 

That  they  have  examined  the  same,  and  beg  leave  to  adopt  as  a 
part  of  their  report  the  report  made  by  the  Committee  on  Pensions  in 
the  Senate  at  the  1st  session  of  the  33d  Congress. 

Ik  Senate,  January  24,  1863. 

Mr.  Stockton  made  the  following  report  on  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Mary 

C.  Hamilton : 

That  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Hamilton,  verified  by  her  oath  and  sus- 
tained by  ample  testimony  on  file  in  the  War  Department,  details 
folly  the  meritorious  services  of  Captain  Hamilton  and  the  causes 
which  produced  his  untimely  death. 

Captain  Hamilton,  it  appears  from  the  rolls,  was  appointed  a 
aecond  lieutenant  of  dragoons  on  the  1st  of  July,  1840  ;  promoted 
flrrt  lieutenant  3l8t  August,  1843 ;  appointed  major  in  the  10th 
infantry  April  9,  1847 ;  and  promoted  to  lieutenant  colonel  in  the 
16th  infantry  May  23,  1848.  On  disbandment  of  this  regiment  at 
(he  close  of  the  Mexican  war,  he  was  reappointed  in  his  former 
position  of  first  lieutenant  2d  dragoons  August  5,  1848,  under  4th 
section  of  act  of  July  19,  1848 ;  promoted  captain  of  2d  dragoons 
h\j  25,  1850,  and  died  August  8,  1851,  on  the  El  Paso  road,  while 
in  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  service. 

It  appears  that  Captain  Hamilton  served  with  distinction  in  the 
Florida  war,  and  throughout  the  Mexican  war.  During  the  latter 
^ar  he  rose  by  rapid  promotion  to  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel. 
Buch  was  the  admiration  and  respect  for  his  gallant  services  in  that 
war,  that  the  legislature  of  New  Jersey,  (his  native  State,)  February 
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89  1849,  presented  him  a  sword  inscribed  ^'  For  gallant  condact  dis- 
played in  the  battles  of  Palo  Alto,  Besaca  de  la  Palma,  and  Monterey, 
at  Vera  Crnz,  and  the  Bridge  of  Madeline."  Daring  his  service  in 
the  Mexican  war  his  leg  was  broken  by  the  kick  of  a  horse,  the 
wound  from  which  never  having  healed  entirely,  co-operating  with  a 
chronic  diarrhea,  there  also  contracted,  greatly  debilitated  his  strength 
and  undermined  his  constitution. 

In  August,  1851,  on  the  frontier  of  Texas,  while  in  pursuit  of  a 
band  of  marauding  Indians,  he  died  suddenly  of  exhaustion,  produced 
hj  the  exposure  and  hardship  of  the  expedition,  operating  on  a  con- 
stitution already  enfeebled  from  the  hardships  and  injuries  of  previous 
service. ' 

He  died,  as  testified  by  Major  Merrill,  his  commanding  officer, 
under  whose  orders  he  was  acting,  '^  in  the  field,  and  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty,  and  I  am  satisfied  (Major  M.  says)  that  the  expedition 
was  the  direct  cause  of  his  death." 

The  deceased  has  left  a  widow  and  child  in  indigent  circumstances, 
and  your  committee  think  that  they  should  be  indemnified  for  the 
irreparable  loss  of  the  husband  and  father,  whose  life  was  sacrificed 
in  the  service  of  the  country,  and  in  the  line  and  discharge  of  duty. 

If  Captain  Hamilton  had  died  of  wounds  received  in  battle  with 
the  Indians,  his  widow,  under  the  existing  laws,  would  be  entitled  to 
a  pension.  Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  her  case  is  fallj 
within  the  reason  and  spirit  of  the  pension  laws,  though,  strictlj 
construed,  not  within  their  letter.  It  belongs  to  Congress  to  remedj 
the  defect  of  those  laws  when  inadequate  to  relieve  cases  jostlj 
within  the  scope  of  the  humane  purposes  to  which  they  owe  their 
enactment. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  report  the  accompanying  bill,  and 
recommend  its  passage. 

They  would  also  beg  leave  to  refer  to  the  following  extract  of  an 
o£Scial  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  addressed  to  the 
Hon.  George  W.  Jones,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions  in 
the  Senate,  February  18,  1858 : 

'^  Captain  Hamilton's  gallant  services  to  his  country  have  been 
recognized  by  Congress  in  the  passage  of  the  act  of  March  1, 1854, 
for  the  relief  of  his  widow,  and  as  it  does  not  seem  practicable  to 
make  further  provision  for  her  by  a  general  bill,  I  would  suggest  that 
the  granting  of  her  present  prayer  would  not  be  inconsistent  with 
the  legislation  of  Congress  in  a  few  other  somewhat  similar  cases." 

Your  committee  report  a  bill  extending  her  pension  for  a  period  of 
five  years  from  the  date  of  the  passage  of  said  bill. 


36th  Congrhss,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
U  Session.     J  ^  No.   314. 


WILLIAM  BULLOCK. 

[To  acoompanj  Bill  H.  B.  No.  620.] 


April  17,  1858. 


^ii.  AsDBBSOJSff  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

3%e  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  j  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition 
and  papers  of  WtUiam  BvUocJc^  beg  leave  to  svbmit  a  report: 

That  there  is  ^ood  and  sufficient  evidence  of  said  Bullock  having 
Tendered  service  m  the  war  of  1812 ;  that  he  received  severe  injuries 
whilst  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  which  now  unfit  him  for  labor.  At  a 
former  session  of  Congress  a  bill  was  introduced  for  his  relief,  but  for 
^ant  of  time  it  failed  to  become  a  law.  Your  committee  now  report 
a  bill  granting  him  relief. 


35th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
]8t  Session.     )  (  No.  315. 


ANTHONY  WALTER  BAYARD. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R  No.  621.] 


April  17,  1858. 

Hr.  Anderson,  from  the  Committee  on  In7alid  Pensionp,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions ^  to  whom  were  referred  the  memorial 
and  accompanying  papers  in  case  of  Anthony  Walter  Bayard,  ashing 
an  increase  of  invalid  pension  j  report : 

That  at  the  2d  session  of  the  33d  Congress,  a  report  and  bill  for  his 
I^nefit  was  introduced,  your  committee  will  now  adopt  that  bill  and 
report,  and  submit  the  same  to  the  House : 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Anthony  Waitei'  Bayard,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration 
and  report : 

That  the  petitioner  was  a  private  in  the  war  of  1812,  and  served  in 
the  wars  with  the  Indians  in  the  northwest,  and  that  he  was  severely 
wounded  upon  three  occasions,  bj  which  he  is  wholly  disabled,  and 
for  which  he  was  placed  on  the  pension  roll,  in  1844,  at  the  rate  of 
eight  dollars  per  month.     He  is  now  poor,  very  helpless  and  decrepit. 
Be  was  a  very  daring  and  valuable  soldier.     At  the  siege  of  Fort 
Harrison  the  Indians  succeeded  in  setting  fire  to  one  of  the  block- 
houses, which  communicated  to  the  roof  of  the  soldiers'  barracks. 
The  commanding  o£Bcer  called  for  volunteers  to  go  upon  the  roof,  in 
point-blank  shot  of  the  enemy's  rifles,  and  extinguish  the  fire.     The 
petitioner  and  another  soldier  volunteered,  and  mounted  the  burning 
roof.    His  companion  was  instantly  shot  dead,  and  the  petitioner 
l)adly  wounded.    He  succeeded  in  extinguishing  the  fire.     This  ser- 
vos was,  at  the  time,  regarded  by  the  officers  as  most  hazardous  and 
of  great  value  to  the  American  forces.     The  petitioner  claims  that  his 
disability  is  total,  rendering  him  dependent ;  that  it  results  from 
bounds  received  whilst  rendering  most  gallant,  hazardous,  and  valu- 
able services ;  and  that,  in  such  a  case,  a  pension  of  eight  dollars  per 
^ODth  is  not  sufficient.     If,  for  gallant  services  and  entire  disability, 
H  were  justifiable,  by  special  enactment,  to  grant  relief  beyond  the 
^visions  of  the  general  pension  law,  in  any  case,  the  committee 
^ow  of  no  case  more  meritorious  than  that  of  the  petitioner.     The 
^mmittee  will  not  so  recommend,  but  report  a  bill  for  such  action  as 
^lie  judgment  of  the  House  may  approve. 


35iH  CoNORBSs,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES   J     Rbport 
ltiSes9um.     S  rNo.  316. 


WRIGHT  FORE. 


April  16,  1868. 


Kr.  Akderson,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

jRtf  CommiUee  on  Invalid  PenaionSf  to  whom  toaa  referred  the  petition 
and  aooompanying  papers  of  Wright  Fore^  of  the  State  of  Miwis- 
sippif  report : 

That  the  petitioner  claims  to  have  enlisted  as  a  private  in  the 
mounted  company  of  Captain  David  Smith,  in  Colonel  Coffee's 
brigade  of  Tennessee  troops,  in  the  month  of  October,  1813.  That 
in  the  battle  of  Talladega,  on  the  9th  day  of  November,  1813,  he  was 
wonnded  in  the  left  shoulder  by  a  rifle  ball  fired  from  the  camp  of  the 
enemy,  which  so  disabled  him  as  to  render  him  unfit,  for  duty;  he 
was  considered  dangeroudy  wounded,  and  left  at  Fort  Strother ;  was 
carried  from  there  to  the  hospital  at  Huntsville,  Alabama,  where  he 
remained  until  February  following,  when  he  was  sent  for  by  his 
friends  and  taken  home. 

John  Moore,  Robert  Haygood,  and  John  Rutherford,  who  were 
in  the  same  service  and  company  with  the  petitioner,  testify  fully  to 
liifl  having  been  wounded  in  the  service. 

The  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  who  has  the  custody  of  the 
rolls  of  the  company  to  which  the  petitioner  belonged,  states  that  the 
name  of  Wright  Fore  appears  on  said  rolls  from  tne  24th  of  Septem- 
ber, 1813,  to  the  16th  of  May,  1814.  On  said  roll  he  is  noted  aa 
"wounded  9th  November,  1813." 

John  Shelby  and  Boyd  McNairy,  who  sign  themselves  M.  D.,  swear 
on  the  1st  of  December^  1817,  that  he  is  disabled  one  half  by  reason 
of  said  wound. 

J.  J.  Thornton  and  H.  H.  Parker,  who  are  certified  to  be  reputable 
^nd  credible  physicians,  swear  on  the  11th  of  July,  1852,  that  said 
Wright  Fore  is  disabled  three-fourths.  All  the  witnesses  are  certified 
b)  be  men  of  veracity  and  truth.  The  committee  are  unanimous  in 
the  opinion  that  this  is  a  meritorious  case,  and  demands  relief  at  the 
Unds  of  Congress.    They  therefore  report  a  bill. 


35th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
U  Session.     J  ^  No.   317. 


WYATT   GRIFFITH. 

[To  accomiMiny  Bill  H.  R.  533.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  Committee  oq  Invalid  PeDsions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Tke  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  were  referred  the  papers 
and  petition  of  WyaJtt  Oriffith,  report  : 

That  they  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  are  disposed 
to  adopt  the  report  made  by  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  at  a 
former  session  of  Congress: 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
and  papers  of  Wyatt  Griffith,  ask  leave  to  report : 

The  said  Wyatt  Griffith  enlisted  as  a  private  soldier,  at  Ashe 
Court-House,  North  Carolina,  under  Lieutenant  Wiley  Gordon,  on 
the  8th  day  of  September,  1814,  and  served  in  Captain  Brannon's, 
ifterwards  Captain  Parker's,  company.  Colonel  Hamilton's  3d  rifle 
regiment.  North  Carolina  infantry,  for  and  during  the  war  with  Great 
Britain  ;  and  for  this  service  bounty  land  warrant  No.  8291,  for  160 
teres,  issued  to  him  on  21st  January,  1817.  While  marching  from 
North  Carolina  towards  the  Canada  frontier,  about  the  first  of  Decem- 
ber, 1814,  and  when  near  Halifax  Court  House,  from  fatigue  and  ex- 
posure he  took  cold,  which  settled  into  rheumatism,  and  disabled  him 
bm  service  most  of  the  time  until  his  discharge,  and  has  continued 
ever  since.  The  disability  consists  of  a  collection  and  hardening  of 
hiimors  in  the  right  hip-joint,  which  has  dislocated  the  joint,  and 
Kndered  him  incurably  lame  and  totally  disabled  for  life.  This  ap- 
^rs  from  the  affidavit  of  the  petitioner  and  from  the  records  of  the 
^osion  Office ;  and  petitioner  is  also  sustained  by  Jesse  Cox,  a  man 
^ho  served  in  the  same  company  and  who  knew  him  for  twenty  years 
Immediately  after  his  discharge  from  the  service  in  North  Carolina, 
^ther  satisfactory  evidence  shows  the  disability  to  have  continued 
Util  the  present  time ;  and  all  of  it  agrees  that  said  Griffith  is,  and 
Iways  has  been,  a  man  of  good  character  and  habits.  Although  the 
V'idence  is  such  as  to  convince  your  committee,  it  is  not  such  as  would 
tititle  Griffith  to  a  pension  under  the  rules  of  the  Pension  Office ;  and 


WYATT  ORJFFITH. 


as  he  swears  it  is  impossible  to  procure  such  testimony  as  the  Gommu- 
sioner  of  Pensions  requires,  his  case  appears  to  be  a  proper  one  for 
special  legislation .     Tour  committee  therefore  ask  leave  to  report  a  bill. 

Tour  committee  report  a  bill  granting  relief. 


OoNORBB,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    C   Report 
Se89um.    )  I   \o.  318. 


FRANCIS  CARVER. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  524.] 


April  17,  1858. 


Anderson,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

hmmittee  on  Invalid  PenaicnSy  to  whom  were  rtferred  the  memorial 
and  papers  of  Francis  Carver  ^  report  : 

at  it  appears,  from  papers  submitted,  that  said  Francis  Carver 
een,  for  a  period  of  seventeen  years,  a  soldier  in  the  army  of  the 
d  States,  having  served  through  the  war  with  Mexico.  After 
¥ar  he  was  ordered  to  the  frontiers  of  Texas,  where  for  eight  or 
months  he  was  in  active  service,  exposed  to  the  damps  and  cold 
nter,  without  tent  or  covering.  During  that  service  he  con- 
d  the  disease  with  which  he  now  suffers. 

e  discharge  of  the  petitioner  is  filed  with  his  papers.  Said  dis- 
e  is  signed  by  C.  A.  May,  brevet  colonel,  ajid  states  that  Francis 
ir  is  discharged  for  ordinary  disability. 

s  certificate  of  J.  A.  Thompson,  acting  surgeon  of  the  military 
m  at  Harrodsburg,  Kentucky,  states  that  the  petitioner  is  labor- 
mder  a  disease  called  St.  Vitus'  dance ;  that  he  is  wholly  dis- 
,  &c.  In  view  of  these  facts  your  committee  think  this  a  case 
)rit,  and  report  a  bill  for  his  relief. 


35iH  OoNORBSB,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Id  Bearian.      )  f  No.  319. 


ROBINSON  GAMMON. 

[To  aoeompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  595.] 


April  17, 1868. 


Mr.  Chavfb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

9Ae  Cbmmittee  ofi  JfivoIuJ  P^Wibfitf  I  to  ioJu)m  were  re/erred  the  petition 
andpapere  ofBMnaon  Gammon,  submit  the  f Mowing  report: 

That  his  case  was  before  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  at  the 
Cist  session  of  the  34th  Congress,  and  was  favorably  acted  on,  as  will 
^  seen  by  the  following  report,  which  your  committee  will  adopt : 

<3^  Committee  on  Intxdid  PeneionBj  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
i/Bobinaon  Oammonfor  a  penaiony  aah  lea/ve  to  report: 

That  said  (Gammon,  on  or  about  the  10th  dav  of  September,  A.  D. 
1814,  was  called  out  on  an  alarm  to  serve  in  the  war  declared  by  the 
TJnited  States  against  Great  Britain  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1812  ; 
that  at  the  time  of  said  alarm  the  petitioner  lived  in  Bnckfield,  in  the 
State  of  Maine ;  that  he  marched  from  Buckfield  to  Portland,  in  said 
State,  in  a  company  commanded  by  Captain  Chase ;  that  after  his  ar- 
rival at  Portland  he  was  drafted  into  Captain  James  Harlow's  com- 
^ny  of  Col.  R^erden's  regiment  of  Massachusetts  militia,  and  re- 
mained in  service  forty  days,  and  was  honorably  discharged  there- 
from ;  that  said  march  from  Buckfield  was  a  forced  march,  in  which 
lie  contracted  a  disease  in  his  feet  and  legs,  which  has  continued  from 
that  time  up  to  the  present.  Said  disease  has  continued  to  increase, 
^intil  the  said  petitioner  is  now  a  cripple,  without  any  hope  of  re- 
<»Tery. 

From  the  proof  it  further  appears  that  the  petitioner  is  a  poor  man, 
^th  no  visible  means  of  support.  The  foregoing  facts  are  proved  to 
<>iir  satisfaction  by  the  evidence  accompanying  the  petition.  There  is 
alio  a  ^tition  signed  by  nearly  all  the  legal  voters  in  the  town  where 
4e  petitioner  resides,  in  aid  of  his  said  petition. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons  the  committee  believe  the  said  Robinson 
^Wmon  justly  ^ititled  to  the  relief  prayed  for,  and  report  the  ao- 
^(i^nanying  bill,  and  recommend  that  the  same  pass. 

Tne  committee  report  a  bill  granting  relief,  to  commence  on  the  3d 
^yof  Deeember,  1866. 


35th  Conqrhss,  )     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     C  Report 
U  Session.       S  )  No.  320. 


FREDERICK  SMITH. 

[To  aooompanj  bill  H.  B.  No.  626.J 


April  17|  1858. 


Mr.  Chaffeb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  InvaJ^id  Pensions^  to  whom  were  referred  the  papers 
of  Frederick  Smith,  of  Pennsylvania,  report : 

That  they  have  examined  the  same,  and  find  that  the  petitioner  al- 
leges that  he  enlisted  into  the  service  of  the  United  States  as  a  private 
in  the  company  of  Captain  W.  H.  Irwin,  of  the  11th  infantry,  in  the 
month  of  May,  1846  ;  thttt  on  the  11th  day  of  June,  1847,  he  was 
wounded  at  the  National  Bridge,  in  Mexico,  by  a  slug,  which  entered 
the  left  side  of  his  head  and  became  ^'  imbedded  between  the  external 
and  internal  plates  of  the  cranium,  near  the  posterior  margin  of  left 
parietal  bone  ;"  said  ball  or  slug  was  extracted  on  the  5th  May,  1856. 

John  J.  Marks,  who  siens  himself  M.  D.,  swears  to  the  character 
of  the  wound  and  to  the  ractt)f  his  having  performed  the  operation 
by  which  the  ball  was  extracted. 

Captain  William  H.  Irwin,  under  whom  he  served,  swears  that 
Smith  was  wounded  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty. 

The  committee  report  a  bill  granting  relief,  at  the  rate  of  four  dol  - 
lars  per  month,  from  the  1st  February,  1858. 


35th  Oonorbss,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,    C  Report 
1^  Session.     ]  t  No.  321. 


PHINEAS  G.  PEARSON. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  527.] 


April  17,  1858. 

Mr.  Chaffer,  from  the  Committee  on  In7alid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Phineas  G.  Pearson j  report : 

That  it  appears  from  the  papers  filed  in  the  case,  that  said  Phineas 
G.  Pearson  enlisted  in  the  month  of  June,  1846,  as  a  private  in  the 
company  of  Captain  David  Trie,  company  C,  2d  regiment  of  Ohio  vol- 
unteers, commanded  hy  Colonel  Morgan  ;  that  he  marched  with  his 
said  company  from  Highland  county,  Ohio,  to  Carmargo,  in  Mexico, 
and  continued  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  until  the  13th  Sep- 
tember, 1846,  when  he  was  discharged  from  the  service  on  account  of 
a  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability.  The  petitioner  states  that,  while 
at  Camargo,  in  the  latter  part  of  August,  1846,  he  was  attacked  with 
i^eadesj  which  were  very  prevalent  in  the  camp,  was  very  sick  for 
about  two  weeks,  when  he  partially  recoverd  ;  but  in  a  few  days  after 
took  a  relapse  and  became  very  sick  with  diarrhea,  attended  with 
/ever,  and  finally,  his  left  leg  below  the  knee  became  affected  with 
severe  pains,  and  was  so  much  swollen  he  was  unfitted  for  service,  and 
Was  consequently  discharged.  He  returned  to  the  United  States,  and 
suffered  very  great  pain  on  account  of  the  ulceration  of  his  leg  until 
the  10th  day  of  December,  1851,  when  he  was  compelled  to  submit  to 
the  amputation  of  the  leg  above  the  knee,  in  order  to  save  his  life. 

Several  witnesses,  who  are  certified  to  be  credible,  swear  to  the  fact 
of  his  enlistment  and  of  his  good  health  prior  to  his  entering  the  ser- 
vice, and  his  condition  after  he  returned  home. 

Absalom  Vickery,  Francis  Vickery,  E.  Van  Buskirk,  and  Thomis 
T.  Butler,  who  are  certified  to  be  credible  and  competent  surgeons, 
^wear  to  the  condition  of  his  leg,  to  the  time  of  amputation,  and  their 
Wief  that  the  ulceration  and  consequent  amputation  was  the  result  of 
^he  disease  contracted  in  the  service.  Tour  committee  believe  this  to 
l>e  a  meritorious  case,  and  ask  leave  to  report  a  bill  for  his  relief. 


ra  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
Ut  Session.     K  I  No.  322. 


JUDITH  NOTT, 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  538.] 


April  17, 1858. 


r.  Chaffee,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

%  Commiitee  on  Invalid  Pensions j  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Judith  Notty  widow  of  John  Nottj  deceased,  asking  for  a  pension, 
(»ib  leave  to  make  the  foUovnng  report : 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  support  of  the  application  of  Judith 
l^ott  that  her  husband,  John  Nott,  now  deceased,  was  a  seaman  in 
h  navy  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  war  with  Great  Britain, 
t  further  appears  from  the  certificate  of  Jonathan  D.  Ferris,  late 
ieotenant  in  the  United  States  navy,  (who  is  also  deceased,)  that  in 
December,  1814,  when  the  British  were  off  the  coast  of  Louisiana, 
^d  threatened  their  attack  upon  New  Orleans,  he  selected,  among 
^bers,  the  said  J«hn  Nott  as  one  of  a  picked  crew  to  man  gun-boat 
'0-  5  on  Lake  Borgne,  of  which  he  was  in  command,  to  resist  the 
^^ding  of  the  enemy.  It  further  appears  that  the  said  John  Nott 
^  in  command  of  a  piece  of  ordnance,  and  that  the  said  boat,  among 
'^^rs,  had  a  severe  engagement  on  the  14th  of  December,  1814,  with 
^  enemy  on  said  lake. 

•^t  farther  appears  that  after  the  battle  the  said  Lieutenant  Ferris 
^rved  that  the  hand  of  John  Nott  was  wounded,  and  that  he  ap- 
^^ed  lame.  Upon  inquiry  into  the  cause,  he  learned  that  while 
'^D  Nott  was  in  the  act  of  elevating  his  gun  the  breech  iell  and 
^^hed  his  fingers ;  and  that  the  lameness  proceeded  from  a  splinter 
^ring  his  h>p,  but  neither  supposed  the  wounds  serious,  or  of  much 
^^ent.     It  appears  from  the  certificate  of  Lieutenant  Ferris  that 

did  not  consider  the  wounds  sufficiently  serious  to  report  in  his 
'^m  of  casualties  to  his  commanding  officer,  thougn  he  was 
^tinded  by  a  splinter  at  the  same  time,  which  he  passed  unnoticed, 
t  which  subsequently  became  serious. 

tt  further  appears  to  your  committee  that  the  wounds  subsequently 
tnmed  a  serious  character,  and  John  Nott  was  confined  a  year  at 
^  hospital  in  Philadelphia,  and  was  subsequently  discharged,  his 
unds  still  uncured. 


2  JUDITH   NOTT. 

It  appears  from  the  letter  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  that 
he  was  honorably  discharged  from  the  service  on  the  24th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, A.  D.  1814. 

It  also  appears  that  subsequent  to  his  discharge  from  the  hospital 
at  FhUadelphia  he  proceeded  to  his  home  in  New  York ;  and  hU 
wounded  hand  becoming  worse,  the  same  was  amputated  at  the  city 
hospital  by  Dr.  John  Kearney  Bogers,  and  his  lameness  became  per- 
manent. The  certificate  of  Lieutenant  Ferris  shows  that  his  left  side 
was  five  and  a  half  inches  shorter  than  his  right  side.     Your  com- 

S'ttee  are  sajbisfied  he  received  his  wounds  while  in  the  line  of  daty. 
ey  are  confirmed  in  this,  not  only  by  the  statements  of  his  com- 
manding officer,  but  corroborated  by  two  of  his  companions  in  arms. 

It  appears  that  John  Nott  applied  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 
on  the         day  of  ,  A.  D.  1849,  for  a  pension  as  an  invalid, 

but  he  was  denied  it  upon  the  ground  that  Lieutenant  Ferris  did  not 
report  him  as  among  the  wounded  or  disabled,  in  his  report  of  cas- 
ualties to  the  commanding  officer  of  the  flotilla.  After  a  number  of 
fruitless  attempts  to  procure  a  pension,  he  died  on  the  day  of 

,  A.  D.  ,  and  was  buried  by  the  voluntary  subscriptions 
of  humble  friends,  to  prevent  his  sleeping  in  a  pauper's  grave.  His 
widow  now  anpeals  to  Congress  for  wnat  was  denied  her  husband  in 
his  lifetime,  oy  a  mere  technicality  of  law,  or  office  regulation,  and 
your  committee  think  her  appeal  eminently  just. 

Your  committee  might  have  added  that  John  Nott  served  his 
country  in  the  capacity  of  marine  and  seaman  fifteen  years,  and  on 
the  expiration  of  his  last  enlistment^  as  hereinbefore  stated,  he  was 
honorably  discharged. 

Under  the  foregoing  state  of  facts  your  committee  report  the  ac- 
companying bill. 


35th  Congrbss,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
IH  Session.      K  ^  No.  323. 


JOHN  C.  RATHBUN. 

[To  aooompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  539.] 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Chaffbb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 
^  following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  en  Invalid  Pensions j  to  whom  were  referred  the  papers 
in  the  case  of  John  C.  RatMmn^  report  : 

That  they  have  had  the  same  nnder  consideration  and  find  that  said 
John  G.  Rathbun  enlisted  as  a  private  on  tho  10th  day  of  May,  1814, 
in  the  company  of  Captain  Claudius  C.  Boughter,  of  the  New  York 
militia,  and  served  until  the  8th  day  of  November,  1814.  It  is  al- 
leged by  the  petitioner  that  he  was  taken  prisoner  by  the  enemy  in 
the  month  of  August,  1814.  At  the  time  of  being  taken  prisoner  he 
received  three  wounds  :  one  with  a  sabre  on  the  head,  whicn  fractured 
his  skull ;  another  with  a  sabre  on  the  left  shoulder,  which  cut  through 
the  left  shoulder  blade ;  and  another  with  a  pistol  ball,  which  passed 
through  the  left  thigh,  from  which  said  wounds  he  is  unable  to  earn 
a  living  by  manual  labor. 

Marvin  Morgan,  a  fellow  soldier  in  the  same  company  and  regi- 
ment, swears  to  having  been  present  at  the  time  said  wounds  were 
inflicted. 
Jasper  Morgan  substantiates  the  statements  of  Marvin  Morgan. 
Blewford  Johnson  and  John  H.  Weir,  who  sign  themselves  sur- 
geons, swear  that  they  have  made  a  personal  examination  of  the 
bounds,  and  are  satisfied  that  they  are  of  such  a  character  as  to  in- 
^pacitate  the  said  John  C.  Rathbun  from  earning  a  living  by  manual 

The  applicant,  as  well  as  all  the  witnesses,  are  certified  to  be  men 
of  respectability  and  truth. 

Your  committee  ask  leave  to  report  a  bill. 


35th  Congmm,  )    HOUSE  OF  SEPBESENTATIVES.    (   Report 
Isi  Session.     J  }  No,  324. 


STEPHEN  FELLOWS. 

[To  aeoomiNUiy  Bill  H.  R.  No.  53a] 


April  17, 1858. 


Hr.  CasEj  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  an  Invalid  Pensions  y  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
in  the  case  of  Stephen  Fellows ,  report : 

That  from  the  evidence  submitted  to  them  they  find  that  he  was  a 
soldier  in  the  army  during  the  war  of  1812  under  Captain  Jonathan 
Stark,  in  the  eleventh  regiment  of  United  States  regulars ;  that  he 
was  wounded  at  the  battle  of  Lundy's  Lane  in  his  left  side  by  a  piece 
of  shelly  his  ribs  were  broken ,  in  consequence  of  which  he  was  disabled, 
and  is  now  unable  to  procure  a  living  by  manual  labor. 

Stephen  D.  Hutchins^  John  Fellows,  Asa  Dow,  Noah  How,  and 
Bichard  Bussell,  all  of  whom  are  certified  to  be  men  of  credit  and 
respectability,  swear  to  the  physical  condition  of  Stephen  Fellows 
before  he  entered  the  army  and  to  his  having  returned  wounded. 

Calvin  Seavey,  H.  C.  Baxter,  and  H.  M.  Davis,  who  are  certified  to 
be  respectable  surgeons,  swear  that  they  have  made  an  examination 
of  the  body  of  Stephen  Fellows,  and  ^^  find  that  two  of  his  lower  ribs 
on  the  left  side  have  been  fractured  in  some  past  time,  which  said 
fractures  would  naturally  produce  a  sympathetic  disease  of  some  of 
ike  internal  organs,  to  wit:  the  stomach,  spleen,  diaphragm,  &c.,  &c., 
And  as  he  is  a  feeble  man  now  they  have  but  little  doubt  but  that  his 
present  infirmities  may  be  attributed  in  a  great  degree  to  the  above 
Darned  injury." 

The  Hon.  Israel  Washburn,  jr.,  a  member  of  this  House,  certifies 
to  the  high  character  for  truth  and  veracity  of  the  applicant. 
.  Josiah  Drew,  his  corporal,  swears  that  he  knew  that  Fellows  was 
^jured  in  the  side,  &c.,  at  the  battle  of  Lundy's  Lane. 

The  committee  think  the  applicant  is  entitled  to  relief  and  report  a 
bill  to  that  effect. 


mRE8S,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
mon.     S  \  No.   325. 


JOHN  PERRY. 

[To  tccompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  53L] 


April  17,  1858, 


Sasb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 
following 

REPORT. 

unittee  an  Invalid  PensionSy  to  whom  was  r^erred  the  petition 
of  John  Perry  y  report : 

the  petitioner  states  under  oath  that  he  was  a  private  in  oom- 
oommanded  by  Captain  John  M.  Moore^  in  the  second  regi- 
*  Illinois  volunteers^  commanded  by  Colonel  James  Collins ; 
enlisted  on  the  15th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  184T,  to  serve  daring 
;  that  he  marched  to  the  seat  of  war,  and  while  in  the  line  of 
as  a  soldier  at  the  town  of  Puebla,  in  Mexico,  in  the  month 
1,  1848,  he  was  attacked  with  acrofuUma  irietuSj  which  has  so 
his  eyes  as  to  produce  almost  total  blindness, 
in  John  M.  Moore  testifies  under  oath  to  the  fact  of  said  John 
being  attacked  whilst  in  the  line  of  his  duty  with  acrofvloua 
Eind  that  he  is  now  almost  entirely  blind, 
am  Copp  and  Fillmore  Thompson,  who  are  certified  to  be 
ble  surgeons,  certify  under  oath  that  the  petitioner  is  now 
with  ecrcfvlom  irietusy  and  that  he  is  wholly  disabled  from 
ig  a  living  by  manual  labor. 

committee  are  of  opinion,  from  the  evidence  submitted,  that 
lould  be  granted ;  they  therefore  report  a  bill. 


36th  Conorbsb,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    C   Report 
1^  8e98ian.     )  }  No.  327. 


SHOVE  CHASE. 

[To  aocompany  Bill  H.  B.  No.  6SS.] 


Apbil  17,  1868. 

Ifr.  Case,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

STie  Commiitee  an  Invalid  Pensions y  ta  wham  were  re/erred  the  papers 
rf  Shave  Chase  J  cubing  an  invalid  pension^  beg  leave  to  submit  the  f  61- 
lowing  report : 

It  appears  from  the  papers  that  his  petition  was  presented  at  the 
3d  session  of  the  34th  Congress,  and  a  favorable  report  was  then  made, 
accompanied  by  a  bill  for  his  relief.  Your  committee  will  adopt  that 
Teport  and  bill. 

In  tdb  Housb  of  REPRBSENTATn^BS,  January  24,  1857. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  made  the  following  report : 

^he  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
and  papers  of  Shove  Chase^  having  had  the  same  under  considera- 
tiony  beg  leave  to  report  : 

The  petitioner  proves  by  his  own  oath,  and  the  certificate  of  the 
captain,  that  he  enlisted  at  Staten  Island,  in  the  Stato  of  New  York, 
the  19th  day  of  December,  1812,  for  one  year  in  the  war  of  1812. 
^That  while  in  said  service  he  had  the  misfortune  to  break  his  arm  by 
a  fall  while  passing  from  one  post  to  another  in  the  dark.  He  also 
proves,  by  the  surgeon  of  the  army  who  attended  him,  and  also  by  the 
certificates  of  two  surgeons  of  his  own  county,  by  the  former  that  he 
>a8  in  the  line  of  his  duty  when  the  injury  was  received,  and  by  the 
^rgeons  of  his  county  that  the  injury  still  continues.  His  neighbors 
certify  that  he  has  not  at  any  time  been  qualified  to  perform  manual 
labor,  excepting  with  the  right  hand  ;  that  he  has  refused  to  receive 
cr  rather  anply  for  a  pension  while  he  was  able  to  earn  his  board  by 
doing  small  favors  for  his  neighbors.  He  is  now  a^ed  and  unable  to 
support  himself;  the  injury  of  his  wrist  increasing  instead  of  getting 
1)etter.  The  committee,  deeming  this  a  case  where  relief  should  be 
panted,  introduce  the  accompanying  bill. 


35Tn  CoNGRKS,  )     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
l8t  Session.      S  i  ^o-  328. 


ALLEN  SMITH. 

[To  aooompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  534.] 


April  17,  1858, 


Mr.   Ci^B,   from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

PORT. 

^ie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  j  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
<znd  acoompanying  papers  of  Allen  Smith,  make  the  following  report : 

That  it  appears  from  the  affidavit  of  the  petitioner,  (and  his  state- 
ment is  corroborated  by  the  certificate  of  the  Adjutant  General^)  that 
lie  enlisted  into  the  company  of  Captain  Weess,  11th  regiment  of 
United  States  infantry,  on  the  20th  of  May,  1812,  for  five  years,  and 
oerved  the  full  period  of  his  enlistment,  and  was  honorably  discharged. 

It  further  appears  from  his  statement  that  he  was  transferred  to 
the  recruiting  service,  being  a  drummer,  and  was  ordered  from  place 
to  place  ;  that  whilst  stationed  at  Plattsburgh,  New  York,  he  had  an 
attack  of  measles,  and  before  he  had  entirely  recovered,  was  ordered 
to  Champlain,  in  the  same  StiEite,  and  whilst  there,  and  in  feeble 
health,  he  was  obliged  to  encamp  in  the  woods,  without  covering,  ex- 
posed to  the  cold,  wet  and  snow,  which  produced  sickness,  and  from 
the  effects  of  which  he  has  never  recovered,  but,  on  the  contrary,  he 
has  grown  worse,  until  he  is  now  wholly  incapable  of  supporting 
himself,  and  that  his  present  disabled  condition  is  owing  to  disease 
eootracted  whilst  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  as  a  soldier.  Two  or 
three  respectable  physicians  fully  confirm  his  statement  as  regards 
his  present  disability,  and  give  it  as  their  opinion  that  it  is  in  conse- 
qnence  of  exposure  to  the  inclemency  of  the  weather.  It  also  appears 
from  the  affidavit  of  the  officer  who  enlisted  the  petitioner,  (Gould,) 
4nd  who  served  with  him  during  the  whole  five  years,  and  also  by 
that  of  Lieutenant  Stephenson,  who  also  served  with  him,  that  he 
(the  petitioner)  was,  at  the  time  of  entering  the  service,  a  strong, 
able  bodied  man,  and  that  his  present  disability  is  the  result  of  an 
incurable  disease,  contracted  whilst  in  the  army  and  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  facts,  and  in  consequence  of  the  valuable 
•ervice  of  the  petitioner,  your  committee  report  a  bill  for  his  relief, 
^nd  recommend  its  passage. 


OoNORBBS,  )    HOUSE  OF  SEPBESENTATIVES,     J  Rbport 
Session.     ]  I  No.  329. 


DAVID  WATSON. 

(To  Bcoota^fuj  Bill  H.  R.  No.  53S.] 


Apml  17,  1858. 


;  Flo&bncs,  from  tiie  Committed  on  Invalid  Penskms,  made  t1i« 

following 

REPORT. 

lanrnitlm  xpn  InvdUd  Pensions^  to  whom  tms  fef^^d  the  petition 
Danid  Watson^  of  Oeorgia,  asking  an  inMxUd  pension,  report : 

At  tbey  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  find  that  the 
oner  states  th«t  he  w«8  mustered  into  the  service  of  the  United 
I  as  a  private  in  Oaptain  Charles  H.  Nelson's  company  of  Colonel 
lua's  regiment  of  Georgia  volunteers,  for  during  the  then  existing 
rith  Mexico ;  that,  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty  in  the  service,. 
«  attacked  with  diarrhea,  which  has  continued  until  the  present 
disabling  him,  in  part,  from  obtaining  his  subsistence  by  mftmifti 

)rge  W.  Anderson,  who  was  a  second  lieutenant  in  the  same 
my,  ewears  to  the  service  of  the  applicant,  and  also  to>the  disease 
g  been  contracted  in  the  line  of  his  duty. 

in  Childes  and  James  G.  Auston,  who  were  privates  in  the  same 
iny,  swear  to  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  petition  of  the  applicants 
nes  D.  Bivers,  who  signs  himself  ^^  M.  D.,  graduate  of  the  Uni- 
y  of  Pennsylvania,  surgeon  44th  regiment  O.  M./' swears  Uy 
laracter  of  the  disease  with  which  Watson  is  afflicted^  although 
8  no  knowledge  as  to  when  and  where  said  disease  was  contracted., 
m  A.  Moody  and  Nicholas  F.  Howard,  who  are  certified  to  be* 
cians  in  good  standing,  swear  that  he,  Watson,  is  disabled  one- 
by  reason  of  said  disease. 

1  the  witnesses  are  certified  to  be  credible  persons.  Tour  com- 
e  report  a  bill  granting  a  pension  of  four  dollars  per  month  from 
5th  day  of  February,  1858. 


35ra  CJoNORBSs,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Report 
Ut  Session.     S  l  No.  330. 


DANIEL  MORSE,  MART  M.  CARR,  JAMES  P.  BULLOCK, 
DANIEL  S.  CHAPMAN,  RICHARD  W.  STOCKTON,  WIL- 
LIAM  ISRAEL,  PLINEY  STOREY,  OLIVER  MAIN,  AND 
TERRANCE  KIRBY. 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Oasb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PenaionSy  to  whom  were  re/erred  the  petitions 
and  papers  of  Daniel  Morse  j  of  Vermont  ^  Mary  M.  Carr^  of  Texas, 
James  P.  Bullock^  of  Tennessee^  Daniel  8.  Chapman,  of  Ohio, 
Richard  W.  Stockton,  of  New  York,  William  Israel,  of  Ohio,  Pliney 
Storey,  of  New  York,  Oliver  Main,  of  New  York,  and  Terrance 
Kirhy,  of  Tennessee,  report : 

That  the  petitioners  are  now  on  the  invalid  pension  roll  of  the 
United  States,  their  pensions  dating  from  the  time  of  the  completion 
of  the  proof  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.     They 
DOW  ask  that  they  may  he  paid  arrears  to  the  date  of  the  disability  for 
which  they  were  pensioned.     A  general  bill  has  heen  reported  by  your 
committee ;  that  bill  will  erant  the  relief  prayed  for.     Your  com- 
mittee are  unanimous  in  the  determination  not  to  report  bills  in  special 
cases  when  arrears  are  asked.     They  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  of  the  petitions. 


35th  CJonorbbs,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Isi  Session.    \  )  No.  331. 


C.  MELVILLE  REEVES. 


April  17,  1858. 


Mr.  CAgB^  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  OommUtee  on  Invalid  Pensions  ^  (6  whom  was  re/erred  the  memorial 
of  O.  MdvUle  Seevesy  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  report : 

That  they  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  find  that  it 
is  alleged  that  the  memorialist  was  a  soldier  in  the  war  with  Mexico; 
that  he  served  through  that  war  with  credit  and  honor,  returned  to 
his  home  in  Ohio  in  good  health,  where  he  remained  until  the  4th 
day  of  July,  1854,  when,  ^^  in  obedience  to  an  order  of  the  committee  of 
arrangements  that  had  been  appointed  by  the  citizens  of  Woostety'  he 
was  engaged  in  firing  a  six-pound  cannon,  which  was  prematurely 
discharg^ ;  by  said  discharge  he  had  the  misfortune  to  lose  his  right 
arm.  The  memorialist  not  being  in  any  manner  connected  with  the 
army  at  the  time,  and  not  having  been  disabled  in  the  service  of  his 
country^  your  committee  recommend  that  his  petition  be  not  granted. 


35th  CJoNQRffis,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
IstSeman.     $  ^  No.   332. 


ALEXANDER  JONES. 


April  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Case,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  an  Invalid  Penaiona^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
^  Alexcmder  Jonea^  of  the  oounty  of  Ddaware^  State  of  PennayU 
vania,  report : 

That  the  petitioner  claims  a  pension  on  account  of  the  loss  of  his 
right  arm  by  the  premature  discharge  of  a  cannon,  which  he  was  en- 
gaged in  firing  on  the  26th  day  of  August,  1840,  he  then  being  a 
!>ri7ate  in  company  A,  Captain  James  Green.  He  was  discharged 
rom  the  service  on  the  30th  April,  1841,  and  has  since  the  date  of  hiR 
discharge  been  in  the  receipt  of  a  pension  under  the  general  pension 
laws  of  eight  dollars  per  month,  the  highest  rate  of  pension  for  total 
disability.  He  now  asks  an  increase  of  that  pension.  Your  committee 
can  see  no  good  reason  for  departing,  in  this  case,  from  the  general 
rale  of  not  granting  a  larger  pension  than  is  established  by  the  general 
pension  laws.  The  committee  unanimously  recommend  that  the  prayer 
of  the  petitioner  be  not  granted. 


35th  Congbbss,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
IH  Session.     K  )  No.  333. 


WILLIAM  Johnson: 


April  17, 1868. 


Mr.  Casb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionB,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  memorial 
of  William  Johnson^  report : 

That  the  memorialist  alleges  that  in  the  month  of  January,  1815 
whilst  on  a  march  from  Buffalo  to  Greenbash,  in  the  State  of  New 
Tork,  with  a  detachment  of  the  5th  and  14th  infantry  of  United  States 
troops,  he  **  was  hadly  ruptured  in  the  right  groin;  that  by  reason  of 
Baid  mptare  he  has  been  entirely  unfit  for  any  hard  manual  labor ; 
and  hence,  after  he  had  got  a  family  around  him  he  had  to  turn  his 
attention  to  the  study  of  medicine  in  order  to  be  able  to  support  them. 
He  is  now  very  poor  and  old,  almost  70  years  of  age,  and  yet  he  would 
not  at  this  late  day  apply  to  his  country  for  assistance  were  he  able  to 
support  himself,  and  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  he  has  a  young  wife 
wid  three  children  to  support.  The  youngest  only  Jive  and  three  years 
rfage."  The  memorifu  is  wholly  unaccompanied  by  proof  that  the 
alleged  injury  occurred  whilst  in  the  line  of  his  duty  as  a  soldier,  and 
other  facts  set  forth  are  su£Scient  to  justify  your  committee  in  the  be- 
lief that  the  injury  is  not  so  serious  as  to  authorize  them  to  grant  a 
pension.    They  ask  to  be  discharged. 


36th  CoNaRBBS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (   Report 
Isi  Se98tan.     S  I  No.  334. 


EPHRAIM  SHARP. 


April  17,  1858. 

Mr.  Case,  from  the  C!ommittee  on  Invalid  PenBions,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  OommUiee  on  Invalid  PenstonSy  to  whom  was  re/erred  ihe  petition 
and  accompanying  papers  in  the  case  of  Ephraim  Sharp  ^  report : 

That  it  appears  from  the  papers  filed  in  the  case  that  Ephraim 
Sharp  is  now  a  pensioner  of  the  United  States,  for  disabilities  incurred 
in  the  war  of  1812 ;  that  he  was  pla(^  on  the  roll  on  the  21st  Octo- 
ber, 1850,  at  the  rate  of  eight  dollars  per  month,  the  pension  to  com- 
mence on  that  day.  He  now  asks  that  pension  may  be  paid  him  from 
the  6th  September,  1814,  the  day  he  was  discharged  from  the  army, 
to  the  21st  October,  1860,  the  day  he  was  pensioned.  The  committee 
have  unanimously  resolved  not  to  report  special  bills  for  arrears  of 
pension.    They  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged. 


36th  Cokgbess,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Report 
l8t  Session.     \  I  No.  335. 


VOUCHER  BONZINSKA. 


Aprh.  17, 1868. 


Mr.  Chapfbb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CommiUee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  Voucher  Bonzinskay  of  Tenneaeee^  report : 

That  said  Bonzinska  alleges  that  when  the  war  of  1812  broke  out 

Ke  was  brought  in  an  English  fleet  to  Quebec,  in  Canada,  and  from 

Quebec  he  was  taken  to  Kingston,  where  he  deserted  from  the  British 

army  and  joined  the  American  forces  at  Sackett's  harbor  on  the  13th 

day  of  September,  1813,  under  Captain  A.  C.  M.  Fanning,  in  the  3d 

artillery  ;  that  he  continued  in  that  company  one  year,  when  he  was 

transferred  to  Captain  Grain's  company.     Whilst  in  Captain  Crain's 

Company  at  Sackett's  harbor,  in  the  month  of  March,  1816,  he  was 

l^dly  raptured  by  a  fall  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  in  lifting  a 

Cannon  out  of  a  boat  on  to  the  land.    He  continued  in  the  service  until 

^he  month  of  September,  1818,  when  he  was  discharged.     That  daring 

^  his  service  subsequent  to  the  rupture  he  suffered  very  great  pain 

^om  it.     He  says  that  he  has  made  diligent  inquiry  for  some  ot  his 

old  comrades,  by  which  he  could  prove  his  service  and  the  injury  sus- 

^ined,  but  that  he  has  thus  far  failed.     In  the  absence  of  any  proof 

either  of  service  or  injury,  your  committee  are  compelled  to  report 

^yersely  on  his  petition. 


35th  Congrrss,  >    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Isi  Session.     \  )  No.  336. 


AVERT  STODDARD. 


April  17,  1858. 

Hr.  Chaffeb,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PenaionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
qf  Avery  Stoddard,  of  Eentwikyy  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following 
report : 

The  petitioner  represents  that  he  has  served  for  twenty  years  as  a 
aoldier  m  the  United  States  army ;  that  he  served  with  credit  to  him- 
self and  honor  to  his  country ;  that  he  is  now  old,  and  very  poor ; 
t;hat  he  is  afflicted  with  an  incurable  and  painful  disease,  a  cancer  in 
'Che  face.  Appended  to  his  petition  is  a  recommendation  signed  by  a 
number  of  the  citizens  of  Newport,  Kentucky,  that  a  bill  be  passed 
for  his  relief.  The  petitioner  does  not  claim  to  have  contracted  the 
disease  with  which  he  is  afflicted  in  the  service  of  his  country,  nor  is 
there  any  evidence  presented  to  the  committee  to  show  that  he  was 
injured  in  any  manner  in  the  service.  The  committee  ask  to  be  dis- 
cliarged. 


35iH  OoneREBS, }  HOUSE  OF  BEPBESENTATIYES.     (  Bkport 
1<<  Session.     (  )  No.  337. 


NATHANIEL  DICKINSON,  Jb. 


Anm.  17, 1868. 


Mr.  CBAfTEB,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  OommiUee  on  Invalid  FenaionSj  to  whom  was  rtferrtd  the  petitum 
</  NcUhanid  Dickinaon^  jr.^  report : 

That  the  petitioner  alleges  that  in  the  year  1812  his  father  enlisted 
in  the  13th  regiment  of  infantry ;  that  shortly  after  the  regiment 
was  ordered  to  Fort  Niagara;  his  father  was  then  transferred  to  the 
arsenal  at  Albany,  New  York,  '^as  superintendent  of  the  shot  and 
hall  factory."  The  petitioner,  not  heing  of  age  sufficient  to  justify 
his  enlistment,  was  taken  into  the  army  as  a  waiter ;  he  was  placed 
in  the  laboratory  connected  with  the  arsenal,  where  he  was  engaged  in 
making  cartridges.  Whilst  thus  employed,  the  laboratory  took  fire 
and  exploded.  Killing  three  persons  and  wounding  seven  others, 
including  the  petitioner.  After  his  recovery  he  again  went  to  work 
and  continued  in  the  service  until  the  close  of  the  war.  Not  having 
been  enlisted  or  drafted,  and  there  being  no  evidence  submitted  to 
sustain  his  case,  your  committee  are  unanimous  in  the  opinion  that 
his  petition  should  be  rejected. 


J6th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,   J   Report 
1st  Seaaian.      ]  \  No.  838. 


WILLIAM  LONa. 


April  17, 1858. 


Hr.  JswETT,  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  Pensionsi  made  tlie 

following 

REPORT. 

The  CommUtee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  WiUiam  Long^  of  the  State  of  Louisiaaiay  report : 

That  said  William  Long  does  not  in  his  memorial  allege  that  he 
iras  ever  wounded  or  disabled  in  any  manner  whilst  in  the  service ;  he 
does  not  claim  that  he  now  suffers  from  any  disease  contracted  whilst 
in  the  service.  In  view  of  such  facts,  your  committee  are  compelled 
to  report  adversely  on  his  petition. 


OoMRBBS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
Session      S  ^  No.  339- 


ROBERT  JONES,  OF  KENTUCKY. 


April  17,  1868. 


JswETT,  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

lommitiee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
and  papers  of  Rdbtrt  Jones ^  of  Kentucky y  report : 

at  they  haye  examined  the  same,  and  find  that  his  claim  to  a 
on  is  founded  on  the  fact  that  he  was  a  private  in  Captain  War- 
illmore's  company,  9th  regiment,  Kentucky  mounted  volunteers, 
landed  hy  Colonel  Simrall,  during  the  war  of  1812  ;  that  he  en- 
[  in  August,  1813,  for  three  months  ;  that  whilst  in  the  line  of 
uty  as  a  soldier  he  was  compelled  to  wade  Lake  Erie^  which 
x)vered  with  ice;  that  owing  to  said  exposure  he  contracted  a 
se  from  which  he  now  suffers,  and  which  renders  him  unahle  to 
n  a  living.  The  petitioner  was  discharged  at  Maysville,  Ken- 
^,  on  the  13th  November,  1813.  The  point  where  he  was  dis- 
ced is  nearly  three  hundred  miles  from  the  place  where  it  is 
ed  he  waded  the  lake.  There  is  no  evidence  submitted  to  show 
Lake  Erie  is  frozen  so  early  in  the  year  as  the  first  part  of  No- 
«r.  The  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  who  has  the  custody 
le  muster  rolls  upon  which  appears  the  name  of  the  applicant, 
that  they  ^^  furnish  us  no  evidence  of  disability  incurred  whilst  in 
irvice." 

le  committee  are  unanimous  in  the  opinion  that  the  prayer  of 
petitioner  should  be  rejected. 


Congress,  >     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
Session.     J  {  No.  340. 


ITHOLOMEW  CLOVIS  REN0I8,  GUARDIAN  OF  THE 
MINOR  CHILDREN  OF  JOSEPH  TREMBLE, 


April  17,  1858. 


Chaffbb,  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  Pensions,  made  the 
following 

REPORT. 

ymmittee  <m  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
iarthdlofnew  Olovis  BenoiSj  guardian  of  the  minor  children  of  Jo^ 
.  TrenMe^  deceased^  respectfaUy  submit : 

t  they  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  find  that 
s  no  jast  and  equitable  ground  for  granting  the  prayer  of  the 
ner.    They,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  prayer  be  rejected. 


OoKORBSS,  >  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.   (    Report 
Session.     ]  {  No.  341. 


JOHN  BONNER,  OF  LOUISIANA. 


April  17, 1858. 


.  GHAtRB,  from  the  Committee  on  Inyalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

CommiUee  an  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  r^erred  the  petUion 
'  John  Bonner f  of  Louisiana,  asking  an  invalid  pension  for  %oounds 
ceived  in  the  war  qf  1812,  report : 

hat  said  John  Bonner  alleges  that  he  was  wonnded  by  a  stroke  of 
tlass  across  the  forehead,  whilst  he  was  in  the  line  of  his  duty  as 
ivate  in  the  company  of  Captain  Emanael  Lee,  of  the  10th  regi- 
t  of  United  States  infantry,  in  the  war  of  1812.  He  furnishes  no 
ence  of  the  said  wound  haying  been  inflicted;  and  your  committee 
» before  them  letters  from  the  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  and 
A.^utant  Oeneral  of  the  army — the  officers  haying  charge  of  the 
of  the  troops  who  were  in  the  war  of  1812.  In  those  letters  they 
I  that  the  rolls,  which  are  perfect,  do  not  show  that  Bonner  was 
ided.  In  the  absence  of  any  proof,  the  committee  are  of  the 
ion  that  the  memorial  should  not  be  granted. 


TO  CoNGRBSS,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Rbpokt 
Jat  Session.     ]  I  ^o-  ^^ 


ROBERT  W.  CAULK. 


April  17, 1858. 


\  AiTDKBSOH,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

he  Committee  on  Invalid  Penaions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
o/Bobert  W.  CaviJc,  report: 

That  it  appears  that  said  Robert  W.  Caulk,  is  now  an  invalid  pen- 
oner,  at  the  rate  of  six  dollars  {)er  month,  for  injuries  received  whilst 
fireman  on  board  the  steamship  Mississippi  during  the  bombardment 
r  Vera  Cruz;  he  now  asks  an  increase  of  that  pension.  No  evidence 
u  been  submitted  to  the  committee  that  will  justify  them  in  granting 
le  increase.  If  he  is  entitled  to  an  increase,  being  a  resident  of  this 
tjy  he  can  procure  the  evidence  and  obtain  the  increase  by  applying 
I  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  Your  committee  ask  to  be  discharg- 
I  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  petition. 


[  CONGRBBS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    C   Report 
i  Session.     \  )  No.  344. 


)BGE  D.  DILLON,  OF  PENNSYLVANIA,  AND  GEORGE 
WEAVER,  OF  NEW  YORK. 


Apul  17,  1858. 


Abpsbsoh,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

CommiUee  on  Invalid  PenawnSy  to  whom  were  referred  thepetUiona 
^  George  D.  Dillon^  of  Pennsylvania^  and  George  Weaver^  of  New 
brkf  report : 

hat  they  have  had  the  same  under  oonsideration  and  have  come 
lie  conclusion  to  report  adversely,  for  the  reason  that  the  petition- 
bave  not  suhmitted  any  kind  of  proof  to  substantiate  their  claims. 


H  CoNGRHB,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    J    Report 
8t  Session.     ]  i  '^o.  345. 


JOHN  PANGBURN. 


April  17,  1858. 


Akdsrsok,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

s  CcmmUlee  on  Invalid  Pensions j  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  John  Panghum^  of  the  State  of  Kentucky^  report: 

%at  from  eyidenoe  filed  with  the  papers,  since  his  petition  was  re- 
'ed  to  the  committee,  they  find  that  John  Panghnrn  is  now  dead  ; 
Y  therefore  ask  to  he  duicharged  from  the  consideration  of  the 
ition. 


36th  Conqebss,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    K    Rbport 
latSeanon.     J  )  No.   346. 


LUCINDA  E.  CURETON,  AND  OTHER  CHILDREN  OF  CAP- 
'  TAIN  JOHN  CURETON,  OF  GEORGIA. 


Afbil  17, 1858. 


Mr.  Ain>iB80K,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  an  Invalid  Pensions  ^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition 
of  LwAnda,  E.  Oureton^  and  other  children  of  Captain  John  Uureton, 
of  the  State  of  Georgia^  report : 

That  they  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  find  that  the 
iridow  of  Captain  Cureton  died  daring  the  year  1857,  without  having 
received  the  pension  to  which  she  was  entitled  as  the  widow  of  said 
Captain  Cureton.  The  petitioners  ask  that  they  may  now  be  paid  the 
amount  to  which  she  was  entitled  at  the  time  of  her  death.  The  pe- 
titioners not  being  minors,  all  being  over  the  age  of  sixteen  years, 
the  age  that  would  preclude  them  from  drawing  pensions  under  exis1>- 
ing  laws,  are  clearly  not  entitled  to  relief.  Your  committee  ask  to  be 
discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  petition. 


35th  Conqrbbs,  >   HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.    (     Report 
UtSeanon.     J  J  No.  347. 


GEORGE  W.  WHITTEN. 


April  17, 1868. 


Mr.  Case,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

'  following 

REPORT. 

I%e  Committee  on  Invalid  PenavonSj  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition 
and  accompanying  papers  of  George  W.  Whitten^  have  had  the  same 
under  consideration^  and  srtbmit  the  f (Mowing  report : 

That  it  appears  from  an  examination  of  the  records  in  the  Pension 
Office  that  two  persons  by  name  of  George  Whitten  served  in  the 
war  of  1812.  One  belonged  to  the  company  of  Captain  Bradford, 
2l8t  regiment  infantry,  and  the  other  to  Captain  Herricks'  company, 
twelve  months*  volunteers.  The  former  was  pensioned  by  special  act 
on  the  13th  of  February,  1845,  on  account  of  a  wound  received  in  the 
left  knee ;  and  the  other,  under  the  name  of  George  W.  Whitten, 
now  applies  to  Congress  for  an  invalid  pension  for  a  wound  alleged  to 
have  b^n  received  m  the  right  thigh.  From  the  report  of  the  Third 
Auditor,  transmitted  to  this  committee,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  W 
in  his  name  is  omitted  on  the  muster  rolls,  though  Captain  Herrick, 
in  his  affidavit,  calls  him  George  W.  Whitten.  The  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  says,  in  his  letter  on  this  subject,  that  if  the  applicant 
can,  by  due  proof,  sustain  the  allegations  made  in  his  petition,  a  pen- 
aion  can  be  granted  him  under  the  general  law.  Your  committee, 
therefore,  are  satisfied  the  claimant  can  have  relief  granted  him  with- 
out special  legislation  by  Congress,  and  ask  to  be  discharged  from 
further  consideration  of  the  subject. 


J 


35th  Conorbss,  7    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (    Report 
l8i Session.     S  /No.   348. 


NICHOLAS  FOOKS. 


April  17,  1858. 

Mr.  Jbwett,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Ccmmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Nicholas  Fooksy  report : 

That  the  petitioner  asks  a  pension  on  account  of  service  in  the 
Tlnited  States  army,  but  was  never  disabled  or  wounded  whilst  in  the 
Bervice.  He  is  now  old,  infirm,  and  very  poor ;  he  asks  a  bounty 
froTEL  the  government  to  support  him  in  his  declining  years.  It  has 
l>een  the  constant  practice  of  all  the  Committees  on  Invalid  Pensions 
to  reject  such  applications,  and  your  committee  see  jio  reason  why 
they  should  deviate  in  this  case  from  the  rule  established.  They 
X'QCommend  the  rejection  of  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner. 


ii» 


mi. 


i 


;5th  Congrhss,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPBESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
Ist  Session.     S  I  No.  349. 


DES  MOINES  RAPIDS— IMPROVEMENT  OF. 


April  20,  1858. 


tr.  E.  B.  Washburnb,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

^*he  Committee  on  Commerce  j  to  whom  was  referred  the  letter  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  furnishing  information  in  relation  to  the  improvement 
of  the  Des  Moines  rapids  of  the  Mississippi  river y  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  they  have  examined  the  subject  involved  therein,  and  fully 
ppreciate  the  importance  of  the  Des  Moines  rapids,  and  are  anxious 
^at  the  best  method  should  be  adopted  to  secure  the  object. 

As  at  present  advised^  and  with  the  information  before  them,  the 
^mmittee  are  decidedly  averse  to  substituting  for  the  plan  at  present 
dopted  a  slack  water  canal  with  suitable  locks  along  the  Iowa  shore. 

There  is,  however,  some  question  as  to  whether  the  mode  of  improve- 
ment on  the  present  plan  is  the  best  that  could  be  devised  to  secure 
^e  end  in  view,  and  as  there  is  yet  a  large  amount  (some  $180,000) 
et  to  be  expended  from  appropriations  already  made,  the  committee  be- 
eve  that  it  would  be  eminently  proper  for  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
istitute  a  commission  of  three  practical  and  experienced  engineers,  to 
lake  a  thorough  examination  of  the  matter  and  report  their  views  in 
be  premises.  The  expenses  of  the  said  commission  to  be  defrayed  out 
f  the  unexpended  appropriation.  Your  committee  believe  that  such 
ction  by  the  Secretary  would  be  perfectly  legitimate  and  proper,  and 
tiey  would  not  hesitate  to  recommend  it. 

The  report  of  such  a  commission  would  be  entitled  to  great  weight, 
^d  any  plan  or  mode  of  improvement  that  might  be  recommended 
''ould  be  likely  to  satisfy  the  government  and  the  public. 


setter  from  the  Secretary  of  War^  transmitting  a  repoi*t  furnishing 
information  in  relation  to  the  improvement  of  the  Des  Moines  rapids. 

War  Department, 
^-   -^  Washingtony  March  10,  1858. 

Sir  :  In  answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
be  20th  of  January  last^  calling  for  information  in  relation  to  the 
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improTement  of  the  Des  Moines  rapids  of  the  Mississippi  liTer,  I  htn 
the  honor  to  enclose  herewith  a  communication  of  the  colonel  of  tbe 
corps  of  topographical  engineers,  enclosing  the  report  of  the  agent  in 
charge  of  the  work,  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  James  L.  Orr,  Speaker  House  of  Representatives. 


BuRRAu  OF  Topographical  Enginkebs, 

Washington,  March  10, 1858. 

Sir  :  In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatiyes  of 
the  20th  January,  1858,  calling  for  information  in  relation  to  tbe 
improvement  of  the  Des  Moines  rapids  of  the  Mississippi  river,  I  haye 
the  honor  of  transmitting  herewith  a  copy  of  the  report  of  John  6. 
Floyd,  esq.,  the  agent  in  charge  of  that  work,  furnishing  the  inform*- 
tion  called  for.  \ 

Respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant,  \ 

J.  J.  ABERT, 
Colonel  Corps  Topographical  Engineer.      j 
Hon.  John  B.  Floyd,  Secretary  of  War.  \ 


Washington,  March  2, 1858. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  to  your  orders,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the 
enclosed  report  in  answer  to  the  following  resolutions  of  the  House  of 
Representatives : 

'^  Resolved y  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  inform  this 
House  the  amount  of  money  unexpended  and  remaining  applicable  to 
the  improvement  of  the  Lower,  or  Des  Moines  rapids  of  the  Missisaippi, 
and*  the  amount  heretofore  expended  thereon.     Also — 

"1.  The  number  of  yards  of  rock  excavation  required  to  carry  out 
the  plan  of  that  improvement. 

^*  2.  The  number  of  yards  removed  each  year  since  the  workcjom- 
menced. 

'*  3.  The  dangers  of  further  delay,  and  ultimate  inadequacy  and 
hazard  that  will  attend  the  navigation  of  the  proposed  channel  when 
completed. 

^'  4.  The  expediency  of  adopting  a  slack  water  canal,  with  suitable 
locks  along  the  Iowa  shore,  as  a  substitute  for  the  plan  at  present 
pursued,  and  that  this  matter  be,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary, 
referred  to  the  topographical  engineers,  and  such  civil  engineers  as  he 
may  judge  proper." 

The  amount  "  remaining  unexpended  and  applicable  to  the  improTe- 
ment" of  the  rapids  is  about  $175,000.     The  amount  ^<  heretofore 
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[wnded'thereon"  is  about  $144,848  10.  This  includes  large  expen- 
Hres  made  in  preparation  and  machinery  now  on  hand  for  the  prose- 
tion  of  the  work.  Number  of  yards  of  rock  excavation  required  to 
rry  out  the  plan  of  improvement  is  81,905,  which  gives  a  channel 
0  feet  wide  and  four  feet  deep  at  low  water. 

dUment  showing  the  amount  unexpended  and  applicable  to  the  improve- 
ment  of  the  Dea  Moines  rapids  of  the  Mississippi  river ^  on  the  1st 
January y  1858,  the  amount  hereto/ore  expended  thereon ^  the  number 
of  cubic  yards  of  rock  excavation  required  to  carry  out  the  plan  of  that 
improvement^  and  the  number  of  yards  removed  each  year  since  the 
tocrk  commenced. 


1 

lb. 

Number  of  cubic  yards 
removed    each    year 
since  the  work  com- 
menced. 

Amount  expended  for 
improving     the     Des 
Moinw  rapids. 

Cubic  yards  of  excavation  required 
to  complete  the  plan  of  improve- 
ment. 

Amount  available  on 
the  Ist  of  January, 
1858,  for  improving 
the  Des  Moines  ra- 
pids. 

1 

s 

5 

For  a  channel  100 
feet  wide  and  4 
feet  deep. 

For  a  channel  200 
feet  wide  and  4 
feet  deep. 

m 

318 
1,027 
2,760 

845 
2,197 
1,646 

$29,028  32 
18,924  98 
24,548  80 
9,314  15 
18,892  75 
47,370  90 

$181,283  29 

m 

(54 

•21,981 

89,353 

155 

(56 

57 

t7,448 

7,448 

"■ 

8,793 

148,079  90 

14,533 

81,905 

181,283  29 

Quantity  estimated  by  Lieut  Warren. — (See  H.  Bep.  Doc.  No.  104,  1st  session  33d 
igre«6.) 
Quantity  subsequently  excavated  deducted. 

rhe  amount  shown  to  have  been  expended  in  1857  embraced  an 

penditure  of  about  $20,000  for  machinery  for  the  further  prosecu- 

n  of  the  work. 

A^nswers  to  questions  3  and  4. 

Ist.  The  dangers  of  further  delay  form  one  distinct  proposition, 

1  are  admitted  on  all  hands  ;  the  improvement  should  be  carried 

at  once. 

2d.  The  immediate  relief  which  the  improvement  of  the  natural 

innel  affords  to  the  navigation  requires  that  this  plan  should  be 

Mecuted,  no  matter  what  may  be  the  most  perfect  plan  that  could 

adopted  ;  for  this  channel  is  the  one  now  used,  and  is  only  ob- 

acted  in  pfucesy  and  every  portion  of  obstruction  judiciously  removed 

of  immediate  benefit ;   on  the  contrary,  the  shore  improvementy 

ich  would  occupy,  under  the  most  favorable  circumstances,  ten  or 

elve  years  to  complete,  and  would  be  of  no  use  until  it  was  com« 

>ted. 

1th.  The  natural  channel  cleared  out  has  been  considered  adequate 
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and  Bufficiently  safe  for  navigation  by  all  government  engineers  who 
have  examined  the  subject,  and  the  nature  of  the  improvement  is  such 
that  it  can  at  all  times  be  gradually  enlarged  to  suit  the  exigencies 
and  requirements  of  commerce,  even  fifty  years  hence  ;  which  will  be 
far  different  from  now. 

In  this  comparison  the  slack  water  navigation  would  have  to  be 
constructed  to  suit  the  future  requirements  ;  or  else,  after  the  lapse  of 
fifty  years,  it  would  have  to  be  entirely  reconstructed  and  enlarged,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Louisville  canal. 

Also,  in  considering  ^^the  expediency  of  adopting  a  slack  water 
canal  as  a  substitute  for  the  plan  at  present  pursued/'  the  probable 
cost  of  the  two  works  would  be  an  important  matter.  The  highest 
estimate  yet  made  for  the  channel  improvement  is  one  million  of 
dollars.  Lieutenant  Warren  estimates  for  the  cost  of  the  channel 
improvement — the  one  now  pursued — $893,530  ;  and  for  a  shore  chan- 
nel along  the  Iowa  side  by  excavating  rock  from  the  bed  of  the  river, 
|4, 195, 170.  There  has  been  no  survey  ever  made  by  any  officer  of 
government  for  a  canal  on  the  Iowa  shore,  which  is  essential  to  arrive 
at  the  probable  cost. 

If  a  canal  were  made,  it  should  be  made  to  suit  the  requirements  of 
navigation,  and  should  extend  the  whole  length  of  the  rapids,  so  as 
to  allow  the  boats  to  escape  the  rapids  entirely.  Such  a  canal,  I  think 
it  fair  to  say,  would  not  cost  less  than  one  million  and  a  half  dollars ; 
it  would  besides  require  constant  repairs  and  attendance,  say  $25,000 
annually  ;  it  woula  also  be  a  constant  tax  upon  the  commerce.  The 
channel  would  be  free  and  require  no  repairs.  i 

Another  important  consideration  Tor  the  government  is,  that  the 
place  indicated  for  the  canal  is  preoccupied.  It  is  the  property  of  an 
incorporated  company  known  as  the  **  Navigation  and  Hydraulic 
Company." 

5th.  If  the  War  Department  is  not  convinced  of  the  '*  ultimate" 
adequacy  of  the  plan  proposed  for  the  improvement  of  the  navigation 
by  enlarging  and  clearing  out  the  natural  channel,  it  might  perhaps 
be  well,  to  set  the  question  at  rest,  to  appoint  a  board  of  experienced  | 
engineers  to  make  a  thorough  examination  and  report. 

This  board  to  consist  of  two  officers  of  the  corps  of  topographical 
engineers,  one  of  whom  to  act  as  secretary,  and  one  civil  engineer. 

To  defray  the  expenses  of  this  board  an  apppropriation  of  $6,000 
is  required,  as  the  money  now  appropriated  is  not  available  for  such 
a  purpose.  .  | 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant,  ] 

JOHN  a.  FLOYD,  ' 

United  States  Agent. 

Col.  J.  J.  Abbbt, 

Topographical  Engineers. . 


i 


CoNGRBBS,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
Sission.     S  (  No.  350. 


PUBLIC  PRINTING,  BINDING,  ETC. 

[To  accompany  Bill  H.  R.  No.  637.] 

April  21,  1858. 

Ieorgb  Taylor,  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Printing,  made  the 

following 

REPORT. 

dect  Committee  appointed  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
resentatives  of  December  9,  1857,  to  examine  into  the  law6  in  re- 
m  to  the  printing  for  the  House  of  Representatives  y  the  prices  paid 
ffoTy  and  the  duties  of  the  public  printer  ;  and  which  was  further 
ctedy  by  resolution  of  December  18, 1857,  to  inquire  into  the  prices 
I  for  the  binding  of  Congress ^  and  the  laws  regulating  the  same^ 
into  the  prices  paid  for  engraving  ^  and  for  the  paper  used  for  the 
\iing  of  Congress^  and  for  the  puUication  and  binding  of  the 
gressioMd  Olcbe  ;  and  which  was  further  instructed^  by  resolution  of 
uary  19,  1858,  to  examine  into  a/nd  report  to  the  House  what 
%gey  if  any,  is  required  in  the  existing  laws  providing  for  and 
Tning  the  public  printing  connected  with  the  EccelctUive  Departments 
lureoMSy  beg  leave  to  make  the  following  report: 

ecame  necessary  to  tke  committee,  in  order  properly  to  discharge 
ity  assigned  them,  critically  to  examine,  in  connection  with  "  the- 
n  relation  to  the  printing  of  the  House,"  the  manner  in  which 
inting,  binding  and  engraving  of  Congress  is  at  present  done,, 
(certain  its  character,  whether  efficient  and  economical  or  the 
e,  with  the  general  management  of  those  great  interests  ;  and,, 
sible,  to  devise  a  system  by  which  the  public  work  in  those  ser-^ 
epartments  can  be  done  in  a  way  to  obviate  any  defects  which 

be  found  at  present  to  exist. 

ier  the  existing  laws,  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
ch  Congress  elects,  each  respectively,  a  public  printer  to  do  the 
Dg  of  each  at  certain  established  rates  of  compensation.  Each 
has  its  binding  executed  under  the  direction  of  a  committee  on 
Qg ;  and  for  each  Congress  there  is  appointed  by  the  President, 
he  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  a  superintendent  of  public 
Qg,  who,  very  much  in  the  capacity  of  a  steward  of  Congress, 
1  its  behalf  in  purchasing  paper,  delivering  the  same  to  the 

printer,  and  keeping  an  account  thereof;  in  receiving  from  Con- 
tne  manuscripts  and  other  matter  ordered  to^  be  printed ;  de- 
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livering  the  same  to  the  printer  or  engraver  ;  in  receiving  the  same, 
when  executed,  from  those  parties  and  from  the  public  binders ;  inspect- 
ing work  done,  and  in  certifying  the  accounts  therefor.  How,  under 
these  arrangements,  have  the  printing,  binding,  engraving,  &c.,  of 
Congress  and  the  Executive  Departments  been  done  ?  Have  they  been 
done  well,  and  with  a  just  economy?  And  are  the  established  rate« 
for  printing  and  binding  either  higher  or  lower  than  the  public  in- 
terests require  ?  These  questions  will  be  best  answered  by  a  state- 
ment of  facts. 

PUBLIC  PRINTERS. 

The  public  printer  elected  by  the  33d  Congress,  and  the  public 
printer  of  the  Senate  for  the  34th  Congress,  respectively,  contracted 
with  a  third  party  to  do  the  required  work,  reserving  to  themselves  a 
lar^e  per  centage,  which  was  as  a  nett  reward  or  profit  for  simply 
taking,  under  the  name  of  public  printer,  the  printing  of  Congress, 
and  sub- letting  it  to  another  who  did,  and  is  still  doing,  the  work  for 
them.  The  public  printer  elected  by  the  House  for  the  34th  Con- 
gress, did  the  required  House  printing  himself;  and,  in  addition,  as 
sub-contractor  under  the  Senate  printer,  did  the  work  of  the  Senate 
for  that  Congress,  as  he  did  all  of  the  printing  for  the  public  printer 
'Of  the  33d  Congress  ;  and  he  is  now  doing  the  work  for  the  public 
printer^  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  the  present  Congress.  The  same 
party  is  printing  the  post  office  blanks  as  a  sub-contractor  under  the 
gentlemen  having  that  work  to  do. 

The  per  centage  paid  by  the  sub-contractor  referred  to,  to  the  various 
public  printers  designated — emoluments  of  their  mere  sinecure  offices- 
amounted  to  more  than  $21,000  during  the  month  of  January  last,  and 
will  average  nearly  $20,000  per  month.  This  includes  no  allowance 
of  per  centage  upon  the  House  printing  for  the  34th  Congress ;  the 
sub-contractor  mentioned,  as  public  printer  of  that  body,  did  the  work 
himself,  and  thus  was  saved  payment  for  privilege.  The  gross  amount 
thus  paid,  as  a  per  centage  or  bonus  for  the  privilege  of  doing  the 
work,  by  the  sub-contractor  to  the  government  officials,  varies  but 
little  from  $240,000  per  year  ;  at  the  same  time  he  realizes,  over  and 
above  that  large  profit,  a  handsome  reserve  profit  for  himself. 

The  printing  for  neither  the  33d  nor  the  34th  Congress  is  yet  com- 
pleted, but  is  still  in  course  of  execution ;  therefore,  the  aggregate 
•^of  per  centage  named  as  being  paid  by  the  sub-contractor  to  the  offi- 
H)ialfl  is  the  per  centage  on  that  printing,  on  the  printing  for  the  pre- 
Kht  Congress,  and  for  the  printing  of  post  office  blanks,  which  is 
separate  from  the  congressional  printing,  and  amounts  to  nearlj 
$50,000  per  annum. 

THE  PUBLIC  BINDING. 

In  the  matter  of  the  binding  of  Congress  and  of  the  departments 
a  similar  state  of  facts  has  been  found  to  exist.  The  House  binding 
for  the  thirty-fourth  Congress  may  be  taken  as  a  fair  illustration  of 
the  manner  in  which  that  work  generally  has  been  done.    That 
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binding  was  contracted  to  be  done  at  22  per  cent,  less  than  former 
prices. 

The  gentleman  who  secured  that  contract  from  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Printing  sold  the  contract,  or  re-let  the  work  to  be  done  to 
a  party  in  this  city  for  the  consideration  of  20  per  cent,  on  the  gross 
amount  of  binding  done,  and  this  sub-contractor  again  sub-let  his 
contract  to  another  or  third  party  in  this  city  for  the  consideration  of 
one-half  of  the  profits  on  the  work  done,  after  the  deduction  of  the  20 
percent.,  which  was  reserved  to  the  public  binder  or  original  con- 
tractor. Upon  information  which  your  committee  are  not  disposed  to 
question,  it  is  believed  that  the  20  per  cent,  reserved  to  the  public 
oinder  has  already  amounted  to  |33,000,  and  that  the  second  or 
snb-contractor  has  received  a  very  considerable  sum  out  of  profits 
which  have  been  made  on  the  work  after  the  payment  of  the  20  peir 
<xi(d.  to  the  original  contractor.  And  it  is  but  simple  justice  to  the 
third  party,  or  second  sub-contractor,  who  did  the  work,  to  add,  that 
he  has  been  so  well  satisfied  with  the  residuum  of  the  profits,  the 
one-half  remaining  after  the  payment  of  the  20  per  cent,y  that  he  has 
felt  it  his  duty  to  do  the  work  in  a  better  manner  than  much  of  that 
heretofore  done  for  Congress.  • 

This  particular  illustration  has  been  selected,  not  with  a  view  to 
find  fault  with  the  first  contracting  party,  but  as  aptly  showing  the 
general  practice  of  parties  assuming  to  do  the  public  work,  who 
obtain  contracts  and  then  use  mechanics  to  execute  them,  under  a 
reserve  from  the  actual  operatives  of  a  large  per  centage,  as  profit  to 
themselves. 

The  binding  of  the  Senate  for  the  34th  Congress  was  given  to  a 
gentleman  of  this  city  at  rates  ten  per  cent,  higher  than  the  prices 
allowed  for  the  House  binding  for  that  Congress.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, and  after  what  has  been  said  relative  to  the  profits  made  by 
the  various  parties  interested  in  the  House  binding,  it  would  be  useless 
to  inquire  into  the  exact  gross  profits  of  the  Senate  binder,  who  your 
committee  believe  is  not  a  practical  mechanic  in  the  business  into 
which  his  contract  led  him.  The  binding  of  the  Senate  for  that  Con- 
gress, already  paid  for,  amounts  to  about  $150,000,  and  much  yet 
remains  to  be  done. 

The  gross  amount  of  binding  for  the  33d  Congress  is  $538,468  59  ; 
that  for  the  34th  Congress,  $384,686  17. 

In  addition  to  congressional  works,  there  is  a  large  amount  of 
binding  annually  done  for  the  different  executive  departments  and 
1)ureau8.  The  prices  paid  in  the  departments  and  bureaus  are  much 
higher,  in  comparison,  than  those  established  by  Congress.  The 
binding  done  for  the  departments  and  bureaus  is  of  a  different  char- 
acter, and  it  is  done  without  any  contract,  and  with  little  or  no  regard 
to  economy.  The  cost  of  the  blank  books  used  annually  in  the  de- 
partments is  large,  and  in  almost  every  instance  the  prices  paid  for 
them  are  from  thirty  to  fifty  per  cent,  more  than  such  books  can  be 
procured  for.  There  is  no  competition  for  this  work,  and  no  general 
contract  is  made  for  its  execution.  It  is  a  grand  monopoly  for  a  few 
individuals,  who  reap  therefrom  enormous  profits. 

The  following  letter  which  your  committee  received  firom  Mr.  Hein^ 
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disbursing  agent  in  the  Coast  Survey  office,  bears  directly  on  this 
point: 

Coast  Survby  Office, 
February  2,  1868. 

Sir  :  I  enclose  copies  of  the  accounts  paid  by  me  during  the  year 
1857,  for  blank  books^  binding,  printing  blanks  and  formulas,  &c., 
amounting  to  $1,066  10. 

The  work  was  done  by  Mr.  H.  P.  Lewis,  and  Mr.  Greorge  S.  Gideon, 
in  Washington,  and  given  to  those  gentlemen  by  direction  from  the 
Treasury  Department  to  that  effect. 

Finding  ttiat  some  kinds  of  blank  books  could  be  procured  from 
Baltimore,  of  much  better  quality  and  lower  prices  than  here,  I  or- 
dered some  from  Messrs.  Murphy  &  Co.  Their  accounts  show  that 
their  prices  for  better  work  are  ftom  25  to  50  per  cent  lower  than  is  paid 
here  for  similar  work  ;  but  on  complaint  being  made  by  the  book- 
binders in  Washington,  no  further  orders  have  been  given  to  Bal- 
timore. 

No  contract  has  been  entered  into  for  the  blank  books  and  printing 
of  formulae.  They  are  frequently  changed,  and  only  such  quantities 
are  ordered  from  time  to  time  as  are  necessarily  required. 

The  expense  for  binding,  &c.,  has  been  paid  out  of  the  Coast  Sur- 
vey appropriation,  being  considered  a  contingent  expenditure  for  that 
work. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

SAMUEL  HEIN, 
Disbursing  Agent  Coast  Survey. 

Prof.  A.  D.  Baohe, 

Superintendent  Coast  Surwey,  Washington,  D.  C. 

The  manner  in  which  the  binding  is  done  for  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  furnishes  a  fair  illustration  of  the  general  plan  adopted  by 
the  departments,  with  the  exception  of  the  Treasury  Department,  in 
which  a  private  binder  is  employed  at  $18  per  week,  assisted  by  a  boy  at 
$15  per  week.  Much  of  the  binding  of  that  department  is  done  in 
this  way  at  a  saving  of  from  thirty  to  fifty  per  cent,  on  the  entire 
amount.  The  binding  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  is  very  fnlly 
described  in  a  letter  received  by  the  committee  from  the  Secretary,  the 
Hon.  Jacob  Thompson,  from  which  liberty  is  taken  to  extract  the . 
following : 

^*  No  contract  or  agreement  has  been  made  or  entered  into  by  this 
department  on  account  of  binding  or  printing  for  the  present  year.  Such 
work  is  ordered  from  time  to  time  as  required,  and  is  paid  for  according 
to  rates  established  by  the  Superintendent  of  Printing  during  the  few 
months  the  subject  was  placed  under  his  supervision  by  the  act  of  3d 
March,  1855.— (Laws  U.  S.,  vol.  10,  p.  652.)  Much  of  it  is  of  such 
a  character  that  it  must  be  done  in  the  building  of  the  department, 
and  more  than  a  year  since  a  room  was  assigned  to,  and  fitted  up  by 
the  proprietor  of  the  *  Union'  for  that  class  of  work.  Under  these 
circumstances,  and  because  the  work  has  been  done  to  our  satisfaction, 
and  at  prices  certified  to  us  to  be  reasonable  by  the  Superintendent  of 
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Printing,  I  have  not  been  satisfied  that  the  public  good  would  be  sub- 
served by  giving  it  to  other  parties,  although  they  have  proposed  to 
undertake  it  for  less.  Propositions  to  this  effect  have  been  submitted 
by  the  following  gentlemen,  viz : 

**  1.  By  C.  Alexander,  under  date  of  15th  July,  1857,  who  offered 
to  do  the  work  for  33  per  cent  less  than  the  rates  then  allowed. 

**  2.  By  C.  Alexander,  under  date  of  15th  September,  1857,  renew- 
ing his  previous  offer,  or  if  the  department  would  enter  into  contract 
with  him  to  do  its  binding,  &c.,  to  4th  March,  1861,  at  the  rates  then 
allowed,  offering  to  pay  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  for  its 
use,  ten  thousand  dollars. 

^'3.  By  William  Pettibono,  under  date  of  the  15th  inst. ,  proposing 
to  undertake  the  work  at  20  per  cent,  less  than  the  rates  heretofore 
established,  and  now  paid.     I  enclose  copies  of  these  propositions." 

The  binding  done  for  the  Executive  departments  and  bureaus,  in- 
cluding the  printed  heads  in  some  instances,  for  the  year  1857, 
amounted  in  gross  to  the  sum  of  $77,500.  This  does  not  include  the 
work  done  by  the  private  binder  in  the  Treasury  Department.  Owing 
to  the  change  in  our  consular  system,  by  which  the  amount  in  the 
State  Department  was  greatly  increased,  the  gross  amount  above 
stated  is  probably  more  than  a  fair  average.  The  average  would  not 
fall  below  $60,000  per  year. 

THE  ENGRAVING. 

The  engraving  for  Congress  and  the  departments  is  done  in  a  man- 
tier  not  dissimilar  to  that  of  the  printing  and  binding.  It  has  been 
aatisfiEU^torily  ascertained  by  the  committee  that  it  can  be  done  fully 
thirty-three  and  one-third  per  cent,  less  than  it  is  done  for  at  present. 
The  wood  engravings  or  cuts  for  the  mechanical  part  of  the  Patent 
Office  Reports  for  1856  may  be  taken  in  illustration  of  a  general 
manner.  The  engravings  cost  the  government  per  page  of  33^ 
inches,  $26  50  for  the  work  alone,  the  drawing  being  $5  per  page, 
wood  $1,  and  the  electrotyping  $2  per  page  additional.  The  original 
contractor  had  a  large  part  of  the  work  done  in  New  York.  He  sold  his 
contract  to  a  second  party  at  a  very  fair  per  centage  for  his  services  as 
broker,  and  the  second  contractor  sub-contracted  with  a  third  party,  the 
Unfortunate  artisan  who  did  the  work  at  $16  per  page.  The  engraving, 
wood,  drawing  and  electrotyping  cost  the  government  $33  50  per  page ; 
but  in  making  up  the  513  pages  paid  for,  they  extended  to  534  pages, 
which  reduced  the  average  cost  to  $32  10  per  page  as  made  up.  The 
whole  ought  not  to  have  cost  more  than  $22  to  $25  per  page. 

The  cost  of  the  Arden  horses  in  the  agricultural  report  for  1856  was 
%&  per  hundred  plates,  for  those  furnished  to  the  House,  which,  for 
the  211,530  copies,  cost  $10,576  50.  This,  your  committee  are  ad- 
'viged,  was  from  twenty-five  to  thirty  per  cent,  more  than  a  most  liberal 
price  for  the  plates.  As  an  evidence  of  this  fact,  your  committee  need 
Only  to  state  that  the  same  plates  were  furnished  to  the  Senate  for 
%3  75  per  hundred,  although  the  Senate  required  only  one-fourth  as 
^any  copies.  The  same  remarks  may  be  made  respecting  the  South- 
]Down  sheep^  and  the  strawberry  plates,  each  of  which  cost  the  same 
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amount.  The  cost  of  the  four  colored  plates,  and  the  wood  cuts  of 
hirds,  &c.,  in  the  agricultural  report  of  1856,  for  the  Senate  copies, 
56,420,  together  with  the  paper  on  which  they  were  printed,  was 
$38,000  94.  For  211,530  copies  for  the  House  the  same  cost 
|14Y,199  64. 

The  largest  size  of  wood  cuts  in  the  fifth  volume  of  the  Pacific  rail- 
road reports  of  surveys  cost  the  government  $45  each  ;  but  your 
committee  are  informed  by  responsible  and  reliable  parties  that  they 
ought  to  have  been  done  for  from  $20  to  $25  each.  The  investiga- 
tions which  your  committee  have  made  authorize  them  to  say  that  a 
deduction  equal  to  that  so  shown  to.  have  been  possible  might  and 
should  have  been  made  upon  the  engravings  generally,  with  the  single 
exception  of  that  done  on  the  report  of  the  coast  survey  officer,  which 
is  at  present  executed  in  that  office  under  the  direction  and  superri- 
sion  of  the  head  of  that  bureau.  At  first.  Professor  Bache,  in  confo^ 
mity  with  the  general  practice,  gave  out  the  work  by  contract ;  but 
finding  it  done  so  badly,  and  at  such  high  rates,  he  abandoned  the 
contract  system  and  commenced  having  it  done  under  his  own  imm^ 
diate  supervision  by  artisans  employed  by  himself.  The  results  have 
fully  justified  the  experiment.  His  work  is  much  better  done  and  at 
far  less  expense. 

The  whole  amount  of  the  cost  of  engraving,  lithographing,  and 
electrotyping,  for  thfe  33d  Congress  is  $829,858  25.  For  the  34tli 
Congress  it  is  $351,824  62. 

The  saving  of  but  twenty  per  cent,  on  these  large  amounts,  more 
than  which  it  was  possible  to  have  made,  would  have  left  with  the 
government  an  aggregate  of  $237,342  57 ;  which  sum  could  have 
been  used  much  more  profitably  in  promoting  the  interests  of  the 
meritorious  artisan.  As  it  was,  this  class  was  undoubtedly  compelled 
to  do  the  work  at  the  smallest  price,  while  the  politician  and  specula 
tor  were  paid  a  premium  for  their  suspicious  connection  with  the 
work. 

In  order  to  arrive  at  the  most  certain  information  upon  this  subject, 
a  member  of  your  committee  forwarded  to  the  firm  of  W.  H.  Arthur 
&  Co. — one  of  the  most  prominent  and  responsible  houses  in  thatbuai- 
ness,  in  connection  with  blank  books  and  stationery,  in  the  city  of  New 
York— copies  of  works  containing  samples  of  the  engraving,  litho- 
graphing, and  electrotyping,  referred  to,  with  a  request  to  have  the 
same  examined  by  artists,  to  ascertain  what  similar  work  could  be 
done  for,  and  communicate  the  results  to  the  committee.  From  their 
letter  in  reply  the  following  extract  is  made : 

"  We  regret  exceedingly  that  we  were  not  in  possession  of  the  pre- 
cise points  upon  which  you  desired  information,  but  we  presume  your 
investigation  thus  far  has  elicited  facts  which  cannot  well  fail  to  sat- 
isfy you  that  a  change  in  the  government's  method  of  having  its  work 
done  is  imperatively  demanded. 

."  We  are  satisfied  from  our  own  knowledge  that,  under  the  present 
system,  government  has  paid  for  some  works  issued  by  it  prices  abun- 
dantly sufficient  to  have  had  the  work  executed  in  a  manner  far  supe- 
rior to  what  it  has  been,  and  yet  the  artisan  doing  the  work  (being 
the  third  or  fourth  remove  from  the  real  contractor)  is  generally  so 
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y  compensated  for  his  labor  that  he  has  no  incentive  to  do  his 

well. 

tVith  scarcely  an  exception,  the  works  now  exhibited  have  been 
imned  by  many  artists  who  have  examined  them  as  being  unfit 

issued  by  the  government ;  and  they  account  for  this  by  averring 
very  frequently  the  contracts  pass  through  a  number  of  hands 
e  they  reach  the  party  who  finally  does  the  work,  and  who  re- 
s  a  price  so  diluted  from  the  original  contract  price  that  it  is  not 
ble  for  him  to  furnish  creditable  work  for  the  compensation 
1.  It  is  further  alleged  that  in  many  cases  contracts  are  awarded 
irties  who,  although  engaged  in  the  business,  have  really  very 

knowledge  of  the  work  which  they  undertake  to  perform,  but 

under  force  of  what  appears  to  be  a  natural  desire  to  prefer  gov- 
lent  to  all  other  work,  are  constrained  to  take  the  work  at  prices 
h  not  only  do  not  compensate  them,  but  degrade  and  demor- 

the  trade  or  profession  to  which  they  belong ;  and  the  enter- 
Qent  of  this  view  by  our  first  class  artists  deters  them  from 
ing  into  competition  with  a  class  who  have  much  to  gain,  and 
,  if  anything,  to  loose. 

Ul  the  points  contained  in  your  communication  have  been  fully 
before  all  parties  desiring  information,  as  also  every  facility  ex- 
^  to  those  desiring  to  make  estimates,  even,  in  one  or  two  cases, 
of  allowing  them  to  be  taken  away  from  the  store. 
ixxt  there  was  evidently  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  any  who 
performed  any  part  of  the  work  to  disclose  the  prices  they  had 
red  for  it,  except  in  one  or  two  instances,  and  in  those  cases  we 
tained  the  fact  that  the  work  had  reached  them  after  passing 
tgh  three  or  four  hands,  at  a  price  at  least  one  hundred  per  cent, 
than  the  work  was  known  to  have  cost  the  government.  This 
of  facts  had  become  so  notorious  that  but  a  few  months  since  a 

body  of  operatives  of  this  city  held  a  public  meeting,  first  to 
on  the  government  to  change  its  mode  of  having  the  work  done, 
lext  to  refuse  to  allow  men  to  work  with  them  who  suffered  then- 
B  to  be  employed  on  government  work  taken  by  their  employers 
ch  ruinously  low  prices ;  and  a  house  in  this  city,  heretofore 
tly  engaged  on  government  work,  has  resolved  to  do  no  more 
\8  as  the  original  and  not  as  sub-contractor.  We  can  readily 
ive  how  the  committee  can  arrive  at  the  absolute  cost  of  the  work 
tvemment,  but  to  arrive  at  the  price  paid  to  the  various  parties 
[)ing  the  work  or  furnishing  the  matericus  is  not  so  easily  achieved, 
the  fact  of  their  unwillingness  to  disclose  the  manner  of  their 
ning  the  work  and  the  terms  on  which  they  perform  it. 
7he  final  point  contained  in  your  letter,  viz :  ^  that  you  desire  to 
e  at  the  best  mode  of  doing  this  work,  so  as  to  secure  justice  both 
3  government  and  to  the  parties  engaged  in  the  various  branches 
isiness.'  With  these  facts  and  information  of  the  same  tenor 
li  you  have  probably  elicited  from  other  sources  before  you,  the 
sity  of  an  utter  abandonment  of  the  present  system,  and  a  resort 
ne  better  mode,  would  seem  to  be  necessary.  Government  does 
equire,  does  not  ask  for  cheap  work;  what  it  requires j  and  what  it 
i  inmst  upon  having^  is  good  work  ;  and  this  can  only  be  obtained 
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by  dealing  with  the  producer  directly,  and  without  the  intervention  of 
other  parties.  Government  has  its  bureaus  for  the  regulation  and 
disposition  of  affairs  of  no  greater  importance  than  this  subject  of  the 
public  printing  has  become.  Remove  the  disposition  of  this  description 
of  patronage  from  the  control  of  Senate  and  House  committees,  and 
place  it  in  charge  of  a  competent  person  who  shall  be  responsible  to 
Congress  for  the  quality  and  cost  of  the  work,  and  who  shall  be  re- 
strained by  statute  from  receiving  bids  for  any  description  of  work 
from  persons  not  actually  engaged  in  the  business  for  which  they  pre- 
sent themselves  in  competition.  If  we  have  indulged  in  a  line  of 
remark  which  you  may  deem  uncalled  for,  we  beg  you  to  ascribe  it  to 
our  earnest  desire  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  serve  you  in  your  very 
praiseworthy  undertaking  of  reforming  what  we  believe  to  be  one  of 
the  greatest  abuses  existing  under  our  government." 

PAPER  FOB  THE  PUBLIC  PRINTING. 

The  paper  used  by  the  government  is  now  procured  by  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing,  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  of  1852. 
A  faithful  observance  of  that  law  would  secure  the  government  from 
imposition  ;  but  your  committee  have  reason  to  believe  that  it  is  not 
sufficiently  guarded  in  its  provisions.  An  examination  of  the  paper 
in  the  public  store  house  has  shown  that  little  attention  had  been 
given  to  the  weight  and  color  of  the  paper  furnished  under  some  of 
the  contracts.  When  the  samples,  which  the  law  requires  the  super- 
intendent to  keep,  were  demanded,  it  was  found  that  they  had  been 
used  as  waste  paper,  or  for  some  other  purpose.  This,  doubtl^ 
was  an  oversight  in  the  late  superintendent,  as  one  of  the  clerks  in- 
formed your  committee  that  the  samples  were  in  the  office  until  about 
the  time  of  the  appointment  of  your  committee,  and  were  then  thrown 
aside,  as  the  contracts  had  been  filled.  In  that  particular,  your  com- 
mittee are  unanimously  of  the  opinion  that  further  checks  and  safe- 
guards are  required,  both  in  the  purchase  and  in  the  use  of  the  paper 
for  public  printing.  The  present  mode  of  supply  is  open  to  great 
abuses,  and  there  are  few  or  no  sufficient  checks  to  correct  them. 

The  gross  amount  of  paper  purchased  for  the  printing  of  the  33d 
Congress  was  $500,456  21 ;  for  the  34th  Congress,  $510,163  64.  In 
addition,  the  paper  for  the  department  printing  amounted  to  a  con- 
siderable sum — about  $161,209  05  during  the  period  of  the  34th 
Congress.  > 

REPORTING  CONGRESSIONAL  PR0CKBDING8. 

Your  committee  was  also  instructed,  by  the  resolution  of  December 
18th,  to  inquire  into  the  cost  of  the  publication  of  the  Congressional 
Globe.  The  proceedings  and  debates  of  Congress  are  published  in  the 
Congressional  Globe  by  Mr.  Rives.  He  gets  $7  60  per  column  for 
the  reports,  which  are  published  in  the  form  of  a  daily  paper,  and 
laid  on  the  desks  of  the  members  on  the  following  day.  These  pro- 
ceedings are  afterwards  made  up  in  the  quarto  form,  of  which  Congress 
orders  11,768  copies,  for  the  use  of  the  members.     There  was  formerly 
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1  sixty  cents  per  volume  for  binding  the  samd,  but  now  seventy- 
cents  are  paid  for  binding,  per  volume.     There  are  usually  six 
imes  to  each  Congress ;  four  for  the  long  and  two  for  the  short 
lion. 

n  addition  to  the  amount  paid  per  column  for  reporting  the  proceed- 
8,  Congress  has  usually  made  an  allowance  to  the  reporters  ;  and 
Et  further  evidence  of  its  great  liberality,  it  resolved  on  the  18th 
'  of  August,  1856,  to  give  Mr.  Rives  one  cent  excess  for  every 
)  papers  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  over  3,000  pages, 
the  long  session,  and  the  same  for  all  over  1,500  pages,  for  the 
•rt  session.  This  gratuity  amounted  to  $12,655  39  for  the  34th 
agress. 

[he  proprietor  of  the  Congressional  Globe  has  a  further  benefit  at 
I  public  expense.  He  is  permitted  to  send  his  paper,  whether  in  a 
gle  sheet  or  in  bound  volumes,  by  mail  without  charge.  In  this 
gular  mail  facility  there  seems  to  be  no  intrinsic  propriety, 
rhe  gross  sum  paid  for  the  Congressional  Globe,  for  the  32d 
Q^ess,  was  11*76,462  08  ;  for  the  33d  Congress,  $186,601  94;  and 
the  34th  Congress,  $204,482  64.  This  is  exclusive  of  the  binding, 
ich  amounted  to  $32,805  28,  for  the  32d  Congress;  to  $52,939, 
the  33d ;  and  to  $52,939,  for  the  34th  Congress.  Mr.  Rives 
f  has  the  contract  for  binding,  and  therefore  receives  annually,  for 
Globe,  about  $257,904  28,  which  is  the  gross  amount  paid  for  the 
h  Congress.  A  responsible  party  in  this  city  has  offered  to  supply 
Globe,  in  the  same  style  in  which  it  is  now  furnished,  at  a  reduc- 
1  of  $38,000  per  annum,  and  to  give  ample  security  for  the  fiilfil- 
it  of  his  contract,  and  out  of  the  remaining  profits  he  expects  an 
pie  compensation.  This  would  be  equal  to  a  saving  of  $76,000  for 
a  Congress. 

*he  attention  of  your  committee  has  been  called  to  an  item  of  print- 
,  in  the  annual  expense  of  advertising  the  mail  lettings,  in  the 
ers  of  this  city,  Your  committee  propose  to  limit  the  advertise- 
it  to  one  paper  in  this  city,  whereby  from  $30,000  to  $35,000  can 
innually  saved. 

^our  committee  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  tabular  state- 
its  of  the  cost  of  the  printing,  binding,  paper,  and  engraving  of 
igress  and  of  the  departments,  and  of  the  amount  paid  for  the  Con- 
3sional  Globe.  Table  **A"  shows  the  costs  of  the  thirty-third 
Igress ;  "  B,"  that  of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress  ;  and  **  C,"  the 
»unt  paid  for  the  Congressional  Globe. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  350—2 
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TABLE  **A." 

The  toted  coat  of  printing^  binding^  and  engraving  for  the  33rf  Cmigrm, 

First  Session— Senate $182,407  91 

First  Session— House 321,516  05  . 

First  Session— Department 160,000  00 

$663,923  96 

Second  Session— Senate 236,627  64 

Second  Session— House 320,132  44 

Second  Session— Department 160,000  00 

716,760  08 

Add  Japan,  2d  session,  33d  Congress,  not  included  in 

the  annual  report  of  Superintendent 239,841  30 

Cost  of  Pacific  Eailroad  Report,  including  engraving, 
executed  outside  of  the  control  of  Congress,  and  un- 
der the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War 1,100,000  00 

To  complete  Gillis'  Report,  4  volumes 65,000  00 

Total  cost  for  two  years,  33d  Congress ;....    2,786,296  98 

Add,  paid  for  Congressional  Globe 186,601  94 

Add,  paid  for  binding  Congressional  Globe 52,939  00 

Grand  total  paid  for  printing,  &c. 3,025,837  92 

TABLE  ^^B."  " 

Cost  of  printing y  engraving^  and  binding  for  the  Mth  Congress, 

First  and  second  Session — Senate... $248,169  40 

First  and  second  Session — House 433,130  82 

Department,  for  the  year 175,334  16 

$856,634  38 

Third  Session— Senate.... 249,793  56 

Third  Session— House 404,314  12 

Department,  for  the  year 162,965  25 

817,072  93 

To  complete  Emory's  Report  and  Commercial  Relations       200,000  00 

1,873,707  31 
Of  this  total  $535,185  30  is  for  printing. 
671,372  69  is  for  paper. 
335,402  15  is  for  engraving. 
331,747  17  is  for  binding. 

1,873,707  31 

Add  amount  paid  for  Globe 204,965  28 

Add  amount  paid  for  binding  the  Globe 52,939  00 

Total  amount  paid 2,131,611  59 
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TABLB  *«C." 

Amount  paid  for  the  Congressional  Olobe. 


32d  Congress. 

33d  Congress. 

34th  Congress 

For  repor^g  proceedings . . 

$28,995  04 

51,336  00 
1,000  00 

$29,716  95 

51,624  00 
1,260  00 

$27,489  65 
52,056  00 

For  24  copies  of  Globe  and  Appendix  for  each 
member  of  the  House. ............ 

For  100  copies  for  the  Library 

For  excess  of  1  cent  for  every  five  pages  of  Globe 
and  Appendix— for  all  over  3,000  pages  for 
long  session  and  1,500  for  short  session 

1,481  60 
12,655  39 

For  additional  compensation  to  reporters 

6,900  00 

10,700  00 

8,800  00 

<Add  same  amount  paid  for  the  Senate 

88,231  04 
88,231  04 

93,300  9T 
93,300  97 

102,482  64 
102,482  64 

^vd  for  binding  the  whole  number  taken  by 
Congress .... . .. 

176,462  08 
32,805  28  . 

186,601  94 
52,939  00 

204,965  28 
52,939  00 

Total  paid  for  Globe  and  Appendix 

208,805  28 

239,540  94 

257, 904  28 

To  these  amonnts  there  must  be  added  an  annual  sum  of  about 
|100,000,  paid  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate,  for  stationery,  twine^  and  other  articles,  used  in 
Ihe  folding  rooms  of  Congress  in  folding  and  sending  away  the  public 
documents.  The  following  statement  will  give  some  idea  of  the  work 
done  in  the  folding-room  of  the  House  :  there  were  837,667  volumes 
of  public  documents  folded  and  sent  to  members  during  the  thirty- 
fourth  Congress.  During  the  same  period  there  were  5,594,930 
speeches  folded  and  sent  out.  About  the  same  number  of  each  was 
folded  in  the  folding  room  of  the  Senate. 

Under  the  foregoing  exhibits  your  committee  deem  it  pertinent  to 
state,  that  the  result  of  their  inquiries  in  relation  thereto  nas  satisfied 
them  that  a  saving,  for  each  Congress  referred  to,  of  about  three-fourths 
of  a  million  of  dollars  might  have  been  effected  by  a  proper  system. 

From  the  preceding  facts  your  committee  feel  authorized  to  say  that 
a  very  large  amount  of  money  is  annually  paid  to  politicians  and 
speculators  through  contracts  for  printing,  binding,  engraving,  &c,, 
and  that  the  mode  by  which  the  public  work  is  now  done  not  only 
presents  opportunities  for  frauds  upon  the  treasury,  but  invites  and 
stimulates  an  unnatural  competition  among  parties  who  are  willing 
to  risk  their  reputation  in  a  business  promising  such  large  gains. 
3%e  injurious  effects  of  the  present  plan  are  twofold.  It  injures  the 
private  business  of  the  country,  as  stated  in  the  letter  of  Messrs. 
Arthur  &  Co. ;  it  offers  a  premium  for  dishonest  speculators,  and  en- 
ables them  to  oppress  the  honest  and  hard  working  artisan.  It  con- 
bibutes  very  largely  to  lower  Congress  in  the  estimation  of  the  public, 
and  thus  it  inflicts  a  serious  wound  upon  our  institutions. 

The    public   printing,    binding,   &c,,   together    with    everything 
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else  except  the  legitimate  legislation  of  the  country,  should  be  re- 
moved from  Congress  and  beyond  congressional  influences.  The  great 
objects  of  legislation,  involving  the  prosperity  and  dignity  of  the  na- 
tion, are  neglected  or  overlooked  in  the  pressure  of  petty  details,  or 
in  races  after  congressional  officials,  whose  love  of  present  leads 
them  beyond  the  line  of  public  economy,  and  sometimes  that  of  pro- 
priety. . 

To  remove  these  difficulties,  and  to  avoid  the  large  expense  of  the 
present  mode  of  doing  the  public  printing,  your  committee  recom- 
mend the  establishment  of  a  Bureau  of  Public  Printing,  connected 
with,  and  under  the  direction  of,  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  In 
this  way  your  committee  believe  that  a  large  amount  of  money  can  be 
annually  saved.  Taking  the  congressional  and  department  printing 
and  binding  and  the  publication  of  the  proceedings  and  debates  to- 
gether, we  think  that  forty  per  centum  on  the  gross  amount  at  least 
can  be  saved.  This  amount,  for  one  year,  on  the  cost  of  the  usual 
and  necessary  work,  would  more  than  pay  the  entire  expense  of  estab- 
lishing the  Bureau.  But  your  committee  consider  this  annual  saving, 
however  important  to  the  treasury,  to  be  of  minor  consideration,  when 
compared  with  the  many  advantages  and  benefits  to  be  gained  by  the 
establishment  of  a  printing  Bureau.  The  demoralizing  effects  of  the 
present  system  of  public  plundering  would  be  removed,  while  it  wonld 
relieve  Congress  from  the  imputations,  just  or  unjust,  which  grow  out 
of  the  election  of  its  printers  and  binders.  It  would  also  relieve  in- 
dividual members  from  the  importunities  of  friends  interested  in  the 
publication  of  books  by  Congress.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  many 
of  the  expensive  but  almost  useless  works  recently  published  were 
forced  upon  Congress  by  parties  interested  in  the  public  printing. 

The  system  your  committee  recommend  has  been  triea  and  adopted 
by  almost  every  European  nation.  Their  experience  has  given  entire 
satisfaction.  In  England  the  work  is  done  by  public  printers  under 
the  royal  charter  ;  and  as  the  parties  are  paid  by  Parliament  for  the 
work  at  certain  established  rates,  their  system  resembles  our  present 

Slan,  but  it  has  never  given  satisfaction.  In  1831,  Lord  Nugent  and 
.  Vernon  Smith  were  appointed  a  select  committee  to  investigate  tiie 
subject.  Mr.  Parks,  then  the  sole  manager  of  Mr.  Clowes*  great 
printing  establishment,  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  a  saving  of  one- 
half  might  be  made  in  the  expense  by  the  establishment  of  a  public 
printing  office.  The  committee  reported  the  facts,  but  suggested  no 
remedy.  Prom  that  time  to  the  present  there  has  been  constant 
complaint,  and  a  regular  succession  of  select  committees,  but  they 
have  gained  nothing  but  a  reduction  in  the  profits  of  the  public 
printer,  which  was  effected  by  a  resolution  reported  by  the  select 
committee  on  the  13th  of  June,  1850. 

Trusting  in  better  fruits  from  the  labor  of  your  committee,  they 
beg  to  report  for  adoption  the  accompanyiAg  bill,  creating  a  Bureau 
in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  execution  of  the  public 
printing,  binding,  engraving,  lithographing,  and  electrbtyping.  All 
of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 


»TH  CoKQBBSs,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (   Report 
Ut  Session.     S  \^'>-  351. 
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»An.  37»  1858. — Ordered  to  be  printed,  and  iU  further  consideration  postponed  until  the 

18th  of  May  next. 


Mr.  Pettit,  from  the  Select  Committee,  made  the  following 
REPORT. 

he  Sded  Committee  appointed  under  the  authority  of  the  reaciution  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  January  4  lasty  to  investigate  tne 
facts  and  circumstances ^  dc.y  connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military 
reservation  at  Fort  SneUing^  respectfully  submits  thefcmwing  report : 

The  resolution  referred  to,  as  offered  to  and  adopted  by  the  House, 
in  the  following  words  : 

''  Itesclvedy  That  a  committee  of  five  members  be  appointed  by  the 
>eaker  to  investigate  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  connected  with 
ie  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snellin^,  the  manner  in 
hich  such  sale  was  made,  to  whom  made,  the  consideration  paid,  the 
rms  of  payment^  whether  the  price  paid  or  agreed  to  be  paid  was 
lequate  or  not,  and  whether  the  said  reserve,  at  the  time  of  said  sale, 
as  longer  wanted  for  the  public  service ;  and  that  said  committee  have 
iwer  to  send  for  persons  and  papers  and  to  administer  oaths  to 
itnesses." 

Leave  was  then  given  to  the  committee  to  report  at  any  time. 
Under  the  resolution,  the  House  thus  clearly  established  the  specific 
id  only  subjects  of  inquiry.  The  committee  has  aimed  to  confine 
self  in  this  limit.  If  matters  have  been  pursued  which  do  not  seem 
» have  a  direct  reference  to  it,  and  if  the  limit  made  by  the  resolution 
as  been  exceeded,  it  has  inevitably  resulted  from  dealing  with  a  sub- 
let novel  and  unfamiliar,  and  from  pursuing  it  in  the  only  mode  that 
)emed  practicable,  to  wit,  in  first  applying  to  the  department  that 
ad  the  legal  supervision  of  the  subject,  then  to  the  agents  of  the 
apartment  acting  immediately  under  its  authority  at  the  sale,  and 
ben  to  the  persons  who,  through  it,  had  become  interested  as 
urchasers. 

It  is  proper,  in  this  connexion,  to  say,  that  in  pursuing  its  examina- 
ion  in  this  only  practicable  method,  making  use  at  the  same  time  of 
ritnesses,  as  contemplated  by  the  resolution  of  the  House,  the  com- 
littee  has  been  steadily  embarrassed  from  a  difficulty  in  obtaining^ 


2  FORT   8NELLING  INVESTIGATION. 

})rorapt  answers  from  the  War  Department  to  its  resolntions  asking 
or  information,  for  which,  in  the  first  only  of  several  instances,  a 
sufficient  reason  has  appeared.  This  embarrassment  has^  perhaps, 
compelled  the  committee  to  grope  sometimes  into  unnecessary  inquiry. 

The  information  ^iven  by  the  Secretary  of  War  accompanies  this 
report.  The  committee,  at  the  same  time,  submits  its  journal  and 
the  evidence  taken  by  it.  These  are  believed  to  establish  the  follow- 
ing facts  and  conclusions : 

A  reference  to  the  contract  of  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at 
Fort  Snelling  shows  that  it  was  made  on  the  ''6th  day  of  June,  1857, 
by  Seth  Eastman,  major  United  States  army,  and  William  King 
Heiskell,  agents  of  the  United  States  government,  of  the  first  part, 
and  Franklin  Steele,  of  Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota  Territory,  of  the 
second  part;"  that,  by  that  sale,  the  whole  of  the  Fort  Snelling 
reservation  was  sold  by  the  commissioners  to  Franklin  Steele,  with  a 
reservation  from  it,  however,  of  20  acres  for  a  Catholic  church  and 
burial  ground,  and  10  acres  for  a  Protestant  graveyard;  that,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  sale,  Steele  '^  agreed,  and  thereby  bound  himself, 
heirs,  executors,  administrators,  &c.,  to  pay  to  the  United  States  got* 
ernment,  or  authorized  agent  or  agents^  the  sum  of  $90,000;  one-^ird 
of  said  sum  payable  on  the  10th  day  of  July  (next)  thereafter,  and 
the  residue  in  two  equal  annual  payments  thereafter;"  that,  by  the 
statement  of  the  agreement,  the  reservation  contained  about  7,(/00 
acres ;  that  possession  of  the  lands  and  improvements  should  ''be 
given  as  soon  as  the  Secretary  of  War  could  dispense  with  it  for  mili- 
tary purposes^  and  that  a  deed  should  be  given  when  the  first  payment 
should  be  made,  and  satisfactory  security  for  the  deferred  payments 
given  and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  agents  appointed  for 
that  purpose."  This  instrument  is  witnessed  under  the  hands  and 
seals  of  the  respective  parties. 

In  fact,  however,  Steele  was  not  the  only  party  interested  as  a  pur- 
chaser, although  the  commissioners,  as  they  inform  us,  were  not 
aware  of  other  narties  in  interest.  Early  in  April  last,  some  gentle- 
men had  unitea  for  the  purpose  of  buying  the  reservation.  These 
persons  are  spoken  of  by  Doctor  Archibald  Graham,  of  Lexington, 
Virginia,  under  the  vague  name  of  "  a  New  York  company."  Soon 
after,  but  at  the  same  time,  early  in  that  month,  Doctor  Graham 
called  at  the  oflSoe  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  nay  his  oomplimente 
as  a  Virginian,  and,  in  conversation  with  him,  told  him  he  was  goinf 
to  Minnesota  to  make  some  investments,  and  asked  him  if  he  had 
anything  in  his  department  that  he  could  do  for  him  to  pay  expenses. 
The  Secretary  told  him  he  had  nothing,  unless  Doctor  Graham  took 
the  agency  of  selling  some  old  forts  that  Congress  had  directed  the 
sale  of.  The  Secretary  mentioned  Fort  Snelling  and  Fort  Bipley. 
Doctor  Graham  declined,  preferring  being  interested  as  a  purchsfler 
to  taking  the  agency  for  the  sale  of  them.  That  this  was  his  reaaon, 
was  not,  however,  stated  by  Doctor  Graham  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
and  this  was  his  only  conversation  with  hi'-n  on  the  subject. 

Before  the  end  of  April  the  New  York  company  was  formed,  and 
Doctor  Graham  was  in  Minnesota,  in  pursuance  of  its  objects.  The 
New  York  company  spoken  of  consisted,  besides  Mr,  Graham,  of  John 
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C.  Mather  and  Richard  Schell,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  described  as 
members  of  the  senate  of  that  State.  Both  Mr.  Mather  and  Mr. 
Schell  were  in  Washington  about  the  time  of  the  conversation  of 
Doctor  Graham  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  the  accidental  cir- 
cumstance, if  it  was  so,  enabled  the  parties  to  complete  their  arrange- 
ments at  once,  and,  after  that,  Doctor  G-raham  was  the  principal  actor. 
It  was  part  of  the  arrangement  of  the  company  that  Mr.  Franklin 
Steele,  who  had  been  army  sutler  at  that  post,  and  who  then  lived  on 
the  reservation,  should  be  induced  to  join  it  and  become  a  co-purchaser. 
This  arrangement  was  at  once  effected  by  Mr.  Graham  going  imme- 
diately to  Minnesota  and  seeing  Steele. 

The  terms  of  the  arrangement  of  the  New  York  company,  or  of 
Mather,  Schell  and  Graham  with  Steele,  are  of  a  somewhat  difficult 
and  indefinite  character,  but,  as  derived  from  the  information  of 
Doctor  Graham  and  others,  are  as  follows:  The  price  to  be  paid  was 
not  to  exceed  $120,000.  Mr.  Steele  was  to  take  one-third,  Doctor 
Graham  one-ninth,  Mr.  Mather  one-half  of  the  remainder,  and  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Richard  Schell  the  rest;  the  last  interest  seeming  to  be 
entirely  under  the  management  of  Mr.  Schell.  Doctor  Graham  waa 
made  the  factor  of  the  company,  at  a  salary  of  $5^000  a  year. 

The  above  is  spoken  of  as  the  terms  of  agreement  after  Doctor 
Graham  and  Mr.  Steele  were  admitted  into  it.  The  combination  of 
Mr.  Mather  and  Mr.  Schell  to  make  the  purchase  seems  to  have  been 
arranged  before  Doctor  Graham's  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of 
War.  What  its  terms  were,  is  not  ascertained.  It  was  after  this  that 
Doctor  Graham  was  admitted  into  it. 

Doctor  Graham  was  again  in  Washington  at  the  time  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Heiskell  as  commissioner  to  make  the  sale,  and  travelled  with 
him^  as  a  companion,  from  this  city  to  St.  Paul,  and  lodged  with  him 
at  the  same  hotel.  The  reason  of  a  private  gentleman  of  Virginia, 
who  had  declined  to  act  for  the  government  in  making  this  sale,  who 
had  been  already  in  Minnesota  seeking  investments,  returning  to  this 
capital  at  the  particular  time  of  Heiskell' s  appointment,  and  then 
returning  there  with  him  immediately,  is  not  given.  At  this  time 
Graham  was  aware  of  Heiskell's  authority,  and  communicated  it  to 
Major  Eastman.  At  the  same  time  Mr.  Mather  was,  in  some  manner, 
in  possession  of  it,  and  shortly  before,  or  after,  was  present  at  Fort 
Snelling  and  in  conference  with  Mr.  Graham  and  Mr.  Steele  upon 
the  subject.  The  presence  of  Mr.  Mather  may  be  presumed  to  have 
been  occasioned,  partly  to  make  this  purchase,  in  pursuance  of  the 
arrangement  already  made,  and  partly  by  an  appointment  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  made  shortly  before  that  time,  authorizing  him  to 
examine  the  Fort  Bipley  reservation,  lying  still  higher  up  the  river^ 
and  to  investigate  the  rights  of  certain  claimants  on  it.  Fort  Snelling 
was  thus  on  his  route.  This  appointment,  taking  him  into  a  part  of 
the  country  with  which  he  was  not  acquainted,  was,  according  to  Mr. 
Mather's  own  statement,  induced  partly  at  his  own  solicitation,  or, 
by  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  was  a  voluntary  offering 
in  consideration  of  his  worth,  with  a  regret  on  the  part  of  the  Secre- 
tary that  he  had  no  better  means  of  testifying  to  his  merit.  While 
Mr.  Steele,  Doctor  Graham,  and  Mr.  Mather,  were  thus  exclusively 


ments  oeyona  tnem,  ana  tnen,  oemg  useless,  were  aireciea,  oy  c 
of  CoDgress,  to  be  sold.  Of  conrse,  neither  law  was  meant  to  ap] 
seaboard  and  other  permanent  defences,  because  so  large  a  discr< 
absolute  over  the  whole  national  system  of  defence,  would  be 
unnecessary  and  dangerous.  The  authority  was  intended  to  h 
very  limited  application — to  apply  only  to  this  one  class  of  ( 
where  such  a  power  to  sell  was  necessary,  likely  to  occur  frequ 
l^  reason  of  our  fast  settlement  westward,  whereby  one  post 
another,  as  it  would  thus  be  brought  within  the  frontier,  woul 
come  useless,  and  then  only  when  the  whole  military  importai 
the  position  was  gone.  At  least  this  ha9  been  the  rule  and  sei 
the  War  Department,  as  expressed  in  the  annual  report  of  the  i 
tary  of  War,  under  date  of  December  4, 1854.  **  I  have  to  ask  i 
tion,"  Secretary  Davis  says  in  that  report,  *^  to  the  necessity  fo 
ther  legislation  for  the  sale  of  useless  military  sites.  Accordi 
the  construction  which  has  been  given  to  the  acts  on  this  subject 
which,  though  its  correctness  has  been  doubted,  must  be  regard 
settled  by  the  practice  of  the  department,  the  act  of  March  3, 
applies  only  to  military  sites  then  held,  and  that  of  April  28, 
only  to  lands  *  conveyed  to'  the  United  States  for  forts,"  &c. 
cordine  to  these  views,  thiere  is  no  provision  for  the  sale  of  lands  w 
since  the  3d  of  March,  1819,  have  been  reserved  from  the  puUi 
main  for  military  purposes,  and  I  therefore  recommend  that  the 
visions  of  the  acts  giving  authority  to  sell  useless  military  sit 
extended  to  embrace  those  reservations." 

The  legislation  which  the  Secretary  of  War  then  proposed  wa 
its  very  language,  applied  to  military  sites  then  useless,  and  that 
held  by  the  government  at  the  time  of  the  approval  of  the  act  of  H 
3, 1819,  and  such  legislation  was  recommended,  because,  in  the  ah 
of  it,  no  authority  to  sell  existed. 

The  act  of  April  28,  1828,  (4  Stat,  at  Large,  264,)  above  ref 
to,  and  which  is  only  additional  to  the  act  of  May  26,  1824,  (4  Sti 
Large,  61,)  gives  the  President  authority,  in  certain  cases,  to  i 
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j9xiB,  &c.,  '^  which  are  not  used  or  necessary  for  the  purpose  for 
which  they  were  purchased,  or  other  authorized  purpose." 

This  interpretation  of  these  acts  was  plainly  understood  and  intended 
bj  the  House  in  its  resolution  constituting  this  committee,  in  which 
it  was  directed  to  inquire  whether  the  ''said  reserve,  at  the  time  of 
Biid  sale,  was  longer  wanted  for  the  public  service." 

In  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  as  the  result  of  the  inquiry  it  was 
directed  to  make,  and  as  already  expressed,  Fort  Snelling,  at  the  time 
of  the  sale,  was  longer  wanted  for  the  public  service,  and  is  now  used, 
BsA  for  some  time  must  continue  to  be  used,  for  military  purposes, 
notwithstanding  the  sale,  which,  by  the  very  fact,  imports  that  it  had 
then  become  useless ;  and  it  is  equally  the  opinion  of  the  committee 
that,  when  the  sale  was  made,  the  legal  occasion,  to  wit,  that  it  had 
become  useless,  and  which  alone  gave  the  right  to  sell,  had  not  oc- 
enrred,  and  therefore  that  the  sale  made  by  the  Secretary  of  War  was 
without  legal  authority.  This  opinion  applies  to  the  fort,  and  so 
much  of  the  military  reservation  adjoining  it  as  is  necessary  for  its 
purposes,  amounting  in  quantity  to  three  or  four  hundred  acres  of 

The  committee  has  come  to  the  conclusion  of  the  importance  of  Fort 
SnelliDg  for  military  purposes  up  to  the  present  time,  and  for  some 
time  to  come,  on  the  official  opinions,  clear  and  concurrent,  of  those, 
having  the  frontier  defence,  as  a  system,  in  charge,  and  who,  besides 
having  a  personal  knowledge  of  the  post,  are,  from  superior  position 
and  a  knowledge  of  the  requirements  of  the  service,  best  able,  and 
only  able,  to  give  a  reliable  opinion  of  its  local  and  general  advui- 
biges.  For,  the  precautionary  and  defensive  measures  for  the  defence 
of  the  frontier  are  projected  and  arranged  on  system,  no  particular 
position  of  defence  being  important  in  itself,  simply,  but  all  frontier 
positions  and  defences  depending  for  convenience,  support,  and  supply, 
m  each  other. 

By  relying  on  such  superior  means  of  information  and  judgment 
»ly,  the  committee  has  been  compelled  to  reject  some  subordinate  and 
improfessional  opinions  as  of  no  value  whatever. 

The  Department  of  War  was  first  called  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  disposing  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling,  by  a  letter 
of  the  Hon.  Henry  M.  Bice,  then  delegate  from  the  Territory  of  Min- 
nesota, of  the  date  of  April  24,  1856.  It  enclosed  a  proposal  of 
I'ranklin  Steele  to  purchase  it.  '^  The  reservation,  including  the 
orerflowed  lands,"  the  proposal  states,  '^  amounting  to  about  ^i;6 
^unuand  acres^  at  $16  per  acre,  will  amount  to  $75,00u,"  and  accord- 
ingly that  sum  was  offered. 

The  subject  was  at  once  referred  to  the  Quartermaster  General  for 
his  opinion.  General  Jesup  replied  to  Secretary  Davis,  May  3, 1856, 
«  follows  : 

'^  The  site  is  no  longer  of  any  value  as  a  position  for  defence.  Its 
^ly  value  now  is  as  a  depot  of  supplies  for  the  frontier  posts  in  ad- 
Tance  of  it.  If  the  lands  be  sold,  the  fort,  wharf,  and  the  ground 
between  the  fort  and  water,  with  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  acres, 
Bhould  be  retained  for  public  use,  not  temporarily,  but  in  fee.  I  have 
been  informed  to-day  that  a  higher  bid  may  be  expected. ' ' 
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Aooordiogly,  on  the  6th  of  May,  1856,  Secretary  Davig  replied  ta 
Mr.  Bice  in  the  following  terms  : 

^'  In  reply,  I  have  to  say  that  the  reservation  is  still  needed  for 
military  purposes,  and  Mr.  Steele's  offer  cannot,  therefore,  be  enter- 
tained." 

This  decision  disposed  of  the  application  at  the  time  ;  and  such  wa» 
then  the  sense  of  the  department  of  the  importance  of  the  retention 
of  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot  of  supplies  and  troops,  that  in  the  last  two 
quarters  of  1856,  and  the  first  two  quarters  of  1857,  in  less  than  a 
year  previous  to  the  sale,  and  extending  down  to  the  very  time  of  the 
sale,  thegovernmentexpended  there,  inbuildin^andrepairs,  $10,157  91. 
These  buildings,  of  course,  had  reference  to  its  indefinite  occupation. 

Soon  after  the  incumbency  of  the  present  Secretary  of  War,  Mr. 
Bice,  under  date  of  April  7,  1857,  renewed  his  application.  It  will 
be  observed,  however,  that  at  this  time  it  was  only  for  a  reduction  of 
the  reserve,  and  not  for  an  entire  abandonment  of  the  fort  and  reser- 
vation. "  Fort  Snelling,"  he  says,  "  will  probably  be  required  for  a 
depot,  and,  with  it,  say  40  acres  of  the  present  reservation." 

This  second  application  was,  as  in  the  former  case,  referred  to  the 
Quartermaster  General  for  his  opinion.  General  Jesup  answered  at 
once,  and  his  opinion  is  even  more  positive  than  his  former  one,  against 
the  abandonment  of  the  post : 

**  In  regard  to  the  reduction  of  the  reserve  and  the  sale  of  any  part 
of  the  site  of  Fort  Snelling,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  pnh 
priety  of  either  will  depend  upon  the  military  policy  adopted  by  the 
administration. 

'^  If  the  troops  are  to  be  kept  as  much  as  possible  concentrated  at 
central  points,  where  they  can  be  cheaply  supplied  when  not  in  the 
field,  there  is  no  place  near  the  northern  frontier  so  suitable  as  Fort 
Snelling.  Troops  can  have  their  winter  quarters  there,  and,  when 
operations  become  necessary,  can  bo  thrown  forward  with  all  necessary 
supplies,  and  in  numbers  to  insure  the  best  moral  as  well  as  physical 
effect.  To  an  Indian  enemy  our  troops  should  never  be  shown  except 
in  imposing  numbers.  If  this  policy  is  to  be  adopted,  and  it  is  cer- 
tainly the  true  policy,  not  a  foot  of  the  site  of  Fort  Snelling  can  be 
spared,  without  weakening  the  defence  of  the  frontier. 

"  If,  however,  a  different  policy  is  to  prevail,  and  the  troops  are  to 
be  thrown  out  along  the  extreme  frontier,  separated  in  small  detach- 
ments, then  a  quarter  section  of  land,  with  the  buildings,  and  the 
control  of  the  ferries  on  the  public  lands,  will  be  sufficient  for  a  mere 
depot  of  supplies." 

In  this  opinion  of  General  Jesup  no  doubt  is  felt  or  expressed  of 
the  propriety  of  the  retention  of  so  much  as  the  furt,  a  quarter  section 
of  land,  and  a  control  of  the  ferry  privileges,  under  any  circumstances 
whatever  ;  and,  in  his  military  opinion,  it  is  equally  plain  in  favor  of 
the  retention  of  the  post,  with  tne  whole  reservation,  as  a  point  of 
concentrating  troops  and  supporting  them  cheaply,  and  holding  them 
ready  to  be  thrown  forward  with  supplies  whenever  necessary  on  the 
frontier,  so  as  to  insure  the  best  moral  and  physical  effect  of  an  armed 
force,  especially  before  an  Indian  enemy. 

The  accuracy  of  this  opinion,  expressed  so  recently  before  the  nl^y 
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B  completely  supported  and  defended  bj  the  opinion  of  Adjutant 
General  Thomas.  He  was  the  senior  officer  of  General  Scott's  staffs 
ind,  in  consequence  of  the  old  age  and  illness  of  one  of  the  inspectors 
general,  was  put  on  duty  as  inspector  general,  and  ordered  to  Fort 
(nelling.  Colonel  Thomas  reachea  Fort  Snelling  on  the  Ist  of  August, 
1857.  A  wanton  and  atrocious  Indian  massacre  had  occurred  in  the 
mmediate  neighborhood  of  Spirit  Lake,  and  hardly  more  than  a  hun- 
ired  miles  from  Fort  Snelling,  in  March  preceding.  A  bad  temper 
i^as  prevailing  among  the  Indians  about  both  Fort  Bidgley  and  Fort 
Kipley.  At  the  time  of  Col.  Thomas'  arrival  at  Fort  Ripley,  in  Au- 
gust, that  post  was  abandoned,  and  in  charge  of  the  ordnance  sergeant, 
rhe  Indians  of  the  neighborhood  were  insolent,  angry  and  defiant* 
His  duty  in  the  Territory  was  to  mark  the  temper  of  the  Indians,  the 
cause  of  the  difficulties,  where  military  posts  ought  to  be  placed,  the 
Dumber  required,  and  the  number  of  troops  needed.  The  result  of 
the  inspection,  in  view  of  the  menacing  attitude  of  the  tribes  to  the 
whites  and  to  each  other,  was  to  recommend  the  establishment  of  other 
posts,  the  strengthening  of  Fort  Bidgley,  the  reorganization  of  Fort 
Ripley,  and  the  retention  of  Fort  Snelling,  notwithstanding  the  sale, 
ftnd  in  spite  of  it,  as  a  depot  of  troops  and  supplies  for  the  defence  of 
the  Territory  north  and  west.  His  report  to  this  effect  was  made  to 
Lieutenant  Oeneral  Winfield  Scott,  August  18,  1857.  It  was  only 
|u8t  then  that  he  learned,  by  the  return  of  Mr.  Steele  from  Washing- 
ton, notwithstanding  he  had  been  ibr  several  weeks  stationed  at  the 
fort,  that  the  sale  of  it  had  been  made  and  confirmed  a  half  dozen 
weeks  before.  His  report  made  to  General  Scott,  at  that  time,  states 
his  conclusion  as  follows — a  conclusion  justified  by  late  events  and 
the  existing  condition  of  things  in  the  Territory  : 

'^  So  long  as  the  Indians  remain  in  Minnesota,  so  long  must  troops  be 
kept  in  the  Territory.  To  supply  the  troops  a  depot  is  essentially 
necessaiy  at  Fort  Snelling,  and  I  consider  that  the  post  should  not 
have  been  sold.  All  the  necessary  buildings  were  here,  with  a  reserve 
ample  for  any  purpose.  Acondition  of  the  sale,  I  understand,  is,  that  the 
buildings  •hall  be  kept  as  long  as  required.  They  should  not  be  given 
up,  and,  if  possible,  from  500  to  1 ,000  acres  of  land  should  be  reserved. 
A  wagon  train  must  be  kept  up,  and  at  no  point  can  the  animals  be 
kept  at  so  cheap  a  rate  as  nere.  Hay  can  be  cut  and  stacked  at  $4  per 
ton,  and  grain  be  purchased  cheaper  than  in  the  intc^io^  If  a  depot 
is  not  kept  here^  it  must  be  established  in  St.  Paul,  and  at  a  largely 
increased  expense. 

''  The  mounted  troops  necessary  for  this  region,  (and  there  should  be 
three  or  four  companies,)  could  be  kept  at  Fort  Snelling  at  less  cost 
than  elsewhere,  and  be  in  high  condition  to  make  an  excursion  into 
the  Yankton  country  during  the  hunting  season,  when  a  good  im- 
pression would  be  made  upon  the  Indians. 

'^  I  do  not  know  under  what  circumstances  the  post  of  Fort  Snelling 
^as  sold,  but  I  am  prfectly  certain  that  no  military  man  on  the  spot, 
^t  all  acquainted  with  the  state  of  affairs,  would  have  recommended 
the  measure." 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  preliminary  arrangements  for  the  sale  of 
^ort  Snelling  were  being  made  by  the  Secretary  of  War  at  the  very 
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time  that  actual  and  threatened  hostilities  were  making  it  necesfiarj 
to  establish  new  posts,  and  strengthen  and  re-establuh  others  to  become 
dependent  on  it ;  and  that,  under  the  authority  of  the  same  Depart- 
ment of  War,  the  inconsistency  was  occurring  of  haying  commissioners 
acting  under  its  appointment  and  authority,  making  sale  of  the  post, 
and  divesting  the  government  oi  its  right  to  Fort  Snelling,  while 
other  officers,  acting  under  the  same  authority,  were  forming  and 
strengthening  other  posts  to  depend  on  it  as  the  common  depot  of 
troops  and  supplies  for  their  support,  and  that  the  proceedings  towards 
making  the  sale  were  kept  for  more  than  three  months,  with  studied 
privacy,  from  all  persons  in  actual  military  command  for  the  defence 
of  that  important  frontier. 

A  reference  to  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Thomas  will  show  more 
plainly  the  military  convenience  of  Fort  Snelling.  He  answers,  thit 
even  now  it  is  desirable  for  the  government  to  repossess  itself  of  that 
position  ;  that  it  is  more  valuable  to  the  government  than  its  price, 
and  that  for  the  fort  alone,  and  its  accompanying  quarters  for  fonr 
companies,  stables,  and  accommodations  for  quartermaster  purposes, 
the  government  could  now  well  afford  to  pay  $90,000. 

Colonel  Adam  D.  Stewart,  who  has  had  an  intimate  knowledge  of 
^e  post  and  the  surrounding  country  for  more  than  thirty  years,  has 
been  in  actual  service  more  than  twenty  years,  and  for  ten  years  pay- 
master of  that  post  and  military  district,  expresses  a  like  opinion  of 
the  importance  of  the  retention  of  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot  for  provi- 
sions and  munitions  of  war.  ^'  A  post  has  been  recently  ordered  to  bs 
established,"  he  says,  ^'  on  the  northern  boundary  line,  four  hundred 
miles  northwest  of  Fort  Snelling  ;  and  there  is  another  post  up  th» 
Minnesota  river  which  joins  the  Mississippi  at  that  point,  and  should) 
in  my  opinion,  be  supplied  from  Fort  Snelling." 

Besides  supplying  these  new  posts,  he  iurther  adds,  that  it  will  bi 
important  to  I^  retained  as  a  depot  of  supplies  for  Fort  Ripley  as  long 
as  Fort  Bipley  is  kept  up,  and  as  a  point  for  the  concentration  of 
troops  in  a  lar^e  body,  that  they  may  oe  sent  up  the  river  in  detach- 
ments to  the  different  points  as  they  are  wanted. 

Major  J.  G.  Martin  is  assistant  quartermaster  in  the  army,  having 
been  stationed  for  two  years  at  Fort  Snelling^  and  present  at  the  time 
of  sale.  Of  the  importance  of  its  retention  a^  a  miKiAry  depot,  he 
says :  ^'  Fort  Snelling  is  at  the  head  of  navigation  of  the  Mississippi 
river,  and  at  the  junction  of  the  Minnesota  with  the  Mississippi,  it 
is  necessary,  as  lon^  as  the  government  keeps  troops  in  that  upper 
country,  that  they  should  have  some  depot  at  the  head  of  navigation 
of  the  Mississippi  river.  Fort  Snelling,  I  think,  is  as  good,  if  not 
better,  than  any  other  position ;  and  as  the  government  had  alr^y  the 
necessary  buildings  and  land  there,  it  was  decidedly  desirable  thit 
they  should  have  been  retained,  rather  than  that  a  new  site  should 
be  made  anywhere  else." 

It  has  been  the  practice  of  the  government,  with  a  single  exception, 
he  says,  to  I'urnish  Forts  Ridgley  and  Ripley  from  Fort  Snelling. 
Nor  could  the  government  furnish  those  forts  so  cheaply  from  St. 
Louis  and  St.  Paul,  as  by  retaining  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot,  and 
transhipping  supplies  from  that  point  to  those  above,  for  the  reason 
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it,  employing  his  own  language,  '^  It  would,  in  my  opinion,  involve 
i  necessity  ot  a  store-house  in  St.  Paul,  to  say  the  least,  and  then 
the  transportation  would  have  to  be  done  by  hired  animals,  or  by 
itract.  As  long  as  there  are  Indians  in  that  country,  it  is  neces- 
ry  constantly  for  the  government  to  send  out  expeditions  in  the 
mmer  among  them  ;  and  experience  has  shown  that  it  is  better  to 
ep  animals  for  those  expeditions  than  to  hire  them  ;  and  if  they  are 
pt,  they  ought  to  be  kept  during  the  winser  where  they  could  be 
eaply  kept,  and  then  used  during  the  winter  for  transporting  sup- 
ies  to  those  upper  posts,  thereby  making  them  earn  their  keeping 
iring  the  winter.*' 

Inspector  General  S.  Churchiirs  statement  is  as  follows :  '^  Oon- 
lering  the  means  of  navigation  in  1818,  I  think  it  was,  1  considered 
at  as  a  very  judicious  selection  for  a  post,  in  connexion  with  the 
idian  tribes ;  and  by  steamboat  navigation,  I  conceive  that  it  is 
ore  important  now  than  it  was  then,  Seing,  as  it  is,  at  the  head  of 
e  navigation  of  the  Mississippi  river.  The  selection  of  sites  for 
ilitary  posts,  the  supplying  them  with  provisions  and  other  articles, 
id  the  transportation  of  tho^e  supplies,  have  never  fallen  under  my 
•ervation ;  but,  supposing  a  post,  or  especially  a  depot,  will  m 
ioessary  in  that  quarter,  in  reference  to  the  Indians,  it  is  my 
inion  now,  and  has  long  been,  that  that  would  be  a  proper  place,  un- 
H  a  better  one  could  be  found,  a  fact  of  which  I  have  no  knowledge. 
do  not  know  the  extent  of  the  settlement  north  or  west  of  that,  or 
lat  amount  of  supplies  they  can  furnish;  but  the  abandonment  of 
at  place  would,  of  necessity,  cause  the  cost  of  establishing  anothei:, 
id  perhaps  not  as  good  a  place,  and  the  erection  of  necessary  de- 
1068  and  buildings."  To  this  he  adds,  that  his  department  was  not 
Qsulted  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  sale,  and  that,  if  applied  to,  his 
ivice  would  certainly  nave  been  against  it. 

Captain  George  Thom,  of  the  corps  of  topographical  engineers, 
18  at  Fort  Snelling  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  having  been  stationed 
ere  on  the  9th  of  Juine,  1856.  He  says :  ''I  have  always  regarded 
>rt  Snelling  as  an  important  point,  serving  as  a  depot,  both  for  sup- 
ies  and  for  troops.  Wo  have  seen  the  necessity  for  troops  in  that 
ontry  within  tne  last  year.  By  keeping  a  small  supply  both  at 
orts  Bipley  and  Bidgley,  and  a  reserve  at  Fort  Snelling,  either  of 
le  two  upper  posts  can  be  supplied  from  Fort  Snelling  as  occasion 
ay  require,  and  the  reserve,  whilst  at  Fort  Snelling,  can  be  supplied 
» much  less  expense  than  at  either  of  the  other  two  points.'' 
The  following  is  the  statement  of  Captain  James  U.  Simpson,  cap- 
in  of  topographical  engineers,  stationed  in  Minnesota  from  May, 
S51,  to  June,  1856,  and  present  at  St.  Paul  at  the  time  of  the  sale : 
'^  It  occurred  to  me  that  the  time  had  not  vet  come  for  the  sale  of  it. 
liere  are  very  many  valuable  public  buildings  there  which  served  as  a 
depot  for  subsistence  and  quartermasters'  stores,  and  also  for  officers' 
Barters,  which  made  it  convenient  for  the  extension  of  posts  up  the 
[innesota,  as  also  up  the  upper  Mississippi."  *  *  '^But,  under  the 
rcumstances,  it  occurred  to  me  that  it  was  the  most  independent, 
fe,  and  efficient  mode  of  acting,  to  have  retained  the  place  as  a  mil- 
iry  depot." 
Lieutenant  General  Scott  made  to  the  committee  the  following 
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statement:  ^'  I  think  it  would  have  heen  quite  inconvenient  to  have 
abandoned  it  last  summer  or  last  autumn.  I  think  it  will  be  inoon- 
venient  to  abandon  it  next  spring,  and  perhaps  next  summer;  but  I 
think  that  by  next  autumn  we  can  have  a  new  depot  established  it 
some  point  high  up  the  Minnesota,  which  will  supersede  FortSnelliDg 
entirely,  even  as  a  place  for  storage.  Fort  Snelling  is  perfectly  use- 
less as  a  post  of  defence,  the  population  having  gone  far  beyond  it/' 
*****  The  Secretary  of  War  first  referred  that  question  to  me  last 
autumn,  whether  I  could  advantageously  and  conveniently  withdraw 
the  garrison  during  the  last  autumn.  I  decided  that  it  would  be  in- 
convenient  to  do  so  before  the  next  season,  and  I  should  doubt  whether 
we  should  be  able  to  do  it  very  early,  scarcely  till  next  autumn.  We 
may  find  it  convenient  and  useful  to  retain  it  up  to  the  next  autumn, 
as  a  point  from  which  to  make  distribution  and  send  supplies  to  the 
more  advanced  posts — Fort  Ripley,  on  the  Mississippi,  and  FortRidg- 
ley,  on  the  Minnesota."  To  this  he  adds,  *'  I  knew  nothing  of  the 
sale  until  it  was  made." 

It  is  proper  to  add,  that  General  P.  F.  Smith,  Colonel  F.  Lee, 
commandant  of  the  post  from  1851  to  1864,  and  Captain  J.  A. 
Whitall,  stationed  at  that  post  fifteen  years  since,  dissent  from  thii 
uniform  conclusion  of  the  other  military  witnesses,  on  consideration9 
which  do  not  seem  to  the  committee  to  impair  its  force. 

So  much  pains  has  been  taken  to  set  out  at  some  length  the  opinions 
of  professional  gentlemen  connected  with  the  command  of  Fort  Snd- 
ling,  and  who,  for  this  reason,  have  a  more  intimate  knowledge  of  its 
connexion  with  the  adjacent  posts  and  with  the  defence  of  the  frontier 
beyond,  and  also,  especially,  the  opinions  of  officers  in  superior  mili- 
tary command,  having  the  provision  and  defence  of  that  frontier  in 
charge^  in  order,  principally,  to  show  that  when  this  sale  was  made, 
and  now,  and  for  an  indefinite  time  to  come,  Fort  Snelling  could  not 
and  cannot  be  abandoned,  without  destroying  the  dependence,  and, 
consequently,  the  usefulness  of  the  more  distant  posts,  and  impairing 
the  security  of  the  surrounding  region. 

There  is  another  fact,  quite  conclusive  of  the  accuracy  of  this 
opinion,  the  fact  that,  notwithstanding  the  sale,  the  government  still 
maintains  it  as  a  military  position,  and  has  conferred  on  Greneral  Scott 
the  authority  to  retain  it  in  his  discretion.  This  conveys  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Secretary  of  War  with  the  opinions  already  quoted,  and 
completes  this  view. 

It  is  for  the  reason,  then,  that  at  the  time  of  this  sale,  Fort  Snelling 
was  not  useless  and  in  a  condition  to  be  abandoned,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  committee,  the  sale  was  without  legal  authority.  For 
the  same  reasons  the  committee  equally  agrees  that  the  sale  of  it  was 
inexpedient. 

The  answer  has  been  made,  that  the  contract  of  sale  has  provided 
for  an  indefinite  retention  of  the  post  and  reservation,  in  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  following  is  the  only  language  of 
the  contract  on  the  subject :  **  Possession  of  the  said  lands  and  im- 
provements" (the  latter  term  embracing  the  post  and  quarters) ''to 
be  given  as  soon  as  the  Secretary  of  War  can  dispense  with  it  for 
military  purposes."  As  a  matter  of  legal  opinion,  it  seems  to  die 
committee^  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  authority  for  the  sale,  and 
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the  yalidity  of  it,  mast  depend  alone  on  the  power  granted  by  the  law, 
and  such  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  his  subordinates,  com- 
patible with  it,  as  he  saw  fit  to  make  to  insure  their  faithful  execution. 
The  attempted  inference  that,  either  under  the  contract  or  under  the 
law,  the  Secretary  of  War  may,  after  having  sold  them,  for  an  un- 
limited time  re'ain  Fort  Snelling  and  the  reservation  connected  with 
it  for  military  purposes,  is  wholly  unfounded.  His  instructions  to  the 
commissioners  making  tbe  sale  confer  no  power  to  sell  the  fort  with 
the  condition  that  the  person  who  purchased  it  should  be  kept  out  of 
his  purchase  indefinitely,  on  the  arbitrary  judgment  alone  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War.  No  one  would  think  of  investing  money  in  such  a 
purchase,  clogged  with  the  embarrassing  condition,  after  he  had 
parted  with  his  money,  that  its  enjoyment  afterwards,  possibly  never, 
was  to  depend  on  the  single  judgment  or  caprice  of  anyone.  Indeed, 
the  law  itself  forbade  the  condition,  for  it  permitted  the  sale  of  mili- 
tary sites,  or  parts  of  sites,  only  when  they  had  become  useless  and 
were  no  lonjjer  necessary  for  the  public  service.  There  is  an  absurdity 
in  the  idea  that  the  title  of  military  positions  should  be  sold  out  of 
the  government,  and  dwell  in  private  persoos,  while  the  government 
lias  their  use  ;  nor  would  there  be  any  propriety  in  parting  with  the 
title  until  the  use  of  the  position  was  abandoned. 

Neither  the  law  nor,  under  the  law,  the  Secretary  of  War  contem- 
plated any  such  extraordinary  arrangement  at  the  time  instructions 
were  given  to  the  commissioners.  Any  person  who  purchased,  or  at- 
tempted to  purchase,  did  it  in  contemplation  that  the  reservation  was 
no  longer  necessary  for  military  purposes,  and  that  its  possession 
would  follow  the  sale.  The  law  itself,  by  its  own  terms,  and  by  an 
estoppel  that  no  written  words  can  supersede  oi  invalidate,  incorpo- 
rated into  the  contract,  the  instant  the  sale  was  made,  the  right  in  the 
purchaser  to  the  possession  of  any  property  lawfully  sold  under  these 
acts,  not  at  an  uncertain  and  indefinite  time,  but  at  a  certain  time — 
the  time  allowed  for  giving  up  possession  being  just  so  much  as  was 
reasonably  necessary  for  that  single  object,  and  no  more. 

In  the  trial  of  such  a  contract  between  private  persons  before  a  civil 
tribunal,  it  is  believed  this  is  the  usual  and  certain  rule  of  construo- 
tion.  Nor  does  the  language  of  the  contract  sustain  the  conclusion 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  might,  after  the  sale,  withhold  it  from  the 
purchaser  as  long  as  he  pleased,  and  that  this  is  a  part  of  the  con- 
tract. The  terms  of  the  contract  that  possession  was  to  be  given 
^'  as  soon  as,"  &c.,  implies  that  it  was  to  be  done  soon,  and,  in  the 
legal  intent  that  would  have  been  derived  from  a  common  civil 
contract,  in  the  same  terms,  in  such  time  as  was  reasonable  and 
necessary  for  the  purpose.  But,  were  the  time  in  which  possession  in 
the  purchaser  was  understood  to  be  due,  left  doubtful  by  the  language 
cf  the  contract,  in  this  case,  it  is  made  plain  by  the  understanding  of 
the  contracting  parties  at  thf*  time.  The  report  of  William  King 
Seiskell,  esq.,  and  Major  Eastman,  commissioners,  made  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  under  date  ot  June  10,  1857,  says:  *' We  ex- 
4tmined  Fort  Snelling  with  a  reference  to  its  being  retained  as  a 
onilitary  depot,  and  became  satisfied  that  the  time  has  passed  for  it  to 
Jbe  useiul  as  a  military  depot  or  fort."     Mr.  Franklin  Steele,  at  that 
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It  is  granted  that,  by  law,  the  Secretary  of  War  is  the 
xior  and  head  of  the  whole  military  service  of  the  country, 
practically  he  is  not  so — not  in  popular  judgment  merely,  bat  bei 
in  fact,  without  reference  to  his  official  position,  he  has  but  a  i 
part  in  projecting  and  executing  matters  of  strategy.  His  oi 
rather  administrative  than  executive;  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
idea  that  he  is  chief  of  the  army,  with  no  superior  but  the  Frea 
his  office  might  be  considered  civil  and  not  military. 

The  report  of  Assistant  Adiutant  General  Thomas  has  been  a: 
quoted.  It  will  have  been  ooserved  that  in  that  communicat 
Lieutenant  General  Winfield  Scott,  commander-in-chief,  &c., 
the  post  which  had  been  so  silently  and  without  suspicion  di 
from  the  government  under  his  very  feet,  and  which,  in  his  mi 
position,  he  was,  at  the  very  moment,  accommodating  to  the  c 
^nd  support  of  the  posts  on  the  Indian  frontier  beyond  it,  heexp 
strongly,  but  without  indecorum  or  offence,  and  with  particular 
€nce  to  the  state  of  affairs  at  that  post,  his  judgment  of  the  i 

iriety  of  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling.  This  was  on  the  28th  A 
857,  submitted  by  General  Scott  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  ( 
succeeding  day  the  Secretary  endorsed  on  this  report  the  foil 
memorandum,  and  made  it  a  record  of  his  office: 

^'  This  report  is  sufficiently  clear  in  its  statement  of  facts  con 
with  the  Indian  tribes.  The  dissertation  about  Fort  Snelling,  it 
4ind  the  importance  of  it  for  a  military  depot,  is  a  gratuitous 
meddling  in  a  matter  already  disposed  of  by  competent  author] 
^'  Whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  a  ^  military  man'  as  to  ki 
up  a  military  post  in  the  heart  of  a  settled  country  to  hold  Indi 
iiubjection  who  roam  through  the  forests  many  days'  journey 
from  it,  a  man  of  common  apprehension  would  conclude  th 
proper  place  for  forts  and  troops  was  amongst  the  Indians  to  I 
in  subjection.  When  the  United  States  army  are  set  to  ^  cuttii 
stacking  hay,'  it  is  possible  a  still  more  eligible  point  may  be  8< 
for  the  purpose  near  to  the  Indian  settlements,  where  the  troops 
need  those  supplies." 

'*  When  this  department  is  required  to  report  to  'eubord 
under  what  circumstances  the  post  at  Fort  Snelling  was  ac 
^ny  other  act  was  done,  the  duty  shall  be  performed ;  but. 
then,  a  ^  military  man  '  will  probably  understand  that  a  si 
in  authority  is  not  to  be  called  on  for  an  explanation  of  any  ord* 
The  committee  does  not  attempt  to  determine  the  question  < 
priety  in  thus  storing  away  in  the  public  archives  such  a  cond 
i,ion  of  a  distinguished  and  meritorious  officer,  at  that  mome 
Kjhief  of  General  Scott's  staff,  and  on  duty  as  inspector  genera 
wto  had  only  invited  such  a  judgment  by  a  faithful  discharge 
unpleasant  duty.  Both  the  temper  and  matter  of  the  memon 
fleem  to  be  without  aptness  to  the  report.  But  it  is  now  refer 
for  another  reason,  that  it  seems  to  imply  that  the  Secretary  oi 
being  a  superior  in  authority,  is  thus  put  above  the  opinioi 
advice  of  those  he  denominates  ^' subordmates,"  and  that  ther< 
impropriety  in  an  independence  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  i 
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lit  »te,  thoQgh  occurring  in  the  line  of  his  duty.  This  cannot  be 
^<3L  to  the  full  extent  that  seems  to  be  claimed.  It  is  believed  that 
c^mon,  knowledge,  and  skill  of  General  Scott  and  many  military 
^8,  whose  military  merits  time  has  established^  and  whose 
Sm^istorical,  might  yet  be  invaluable  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 
b  ^   the  public  is  entitled  to  an  explanation  of  this  act.     Indeed, 

'C^hat  this  important  department  is  usually  filled  by  persons  of 
L arable  military  knowledge  and  experience,  drawn  from  the 
t  «f  civil  life,  and  from  a  consideration  of  their  administrative 
9  which  are  only  civil,  implies  that  in  matters  strictly  mili- 
Ls^mnce  is  only  to  be  had  on  tnose  in  superior  military  command, 
^ith  the  military  wants  to  be  met,  and  dispositions  and 
i-^^  be  made.  The  actual  superiority  of  the  Secretary  of  War  is 
^XHy  to  harmonize  and  combine  his  department  with  other 
^  of  the  administration,  so  that  the  whole  administration  may 
^^^le  body  having  a  single  head.  He  is  thus  hardly  more  than 
c^'t^ing  link  of  his  department  with  other  departments  of  the 
^c^^nt,  while  its  proper  authority  is  wisely  administered  and 
L_  Iby  those  who  have,  in  fact,  the  supreme  military  command. 
^^^  sense  the  sale  of  the  military  post  of  Fort  Snelling  by  the 
^y  of  the  Department  of  War,  without  advice,  without  the 
^^le  precaution  of  seeking  advice,  in  opposition  to  recent  high 

opinions^  and  while  the  post  had  still  a  public  importance, 
^  J'UBtly  regarded  as  an  inexcusable  official  fault. 
^^  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  that  the  price  at  which  Fort 
y^g  and  the  accompanying  reservation  were  sold  is  far  below 
^xitrinsic  value,  and  much  below  what  might  have  been  realized 
^^^,  if  brought  to  market  in  a  more  cautious  and  prudent  man- 
j^king  pains  to  give  it  publicity,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  guard 
>  Sovernment  against  loss.  The  great  value  of  the  reservation  at 
rt  Snelling,  as  well  as  of  other  reservations  belonging  to  military 
rt*)  beyond  which  the  frontier  had  receded,  and  where  population 
d  become  dense,  was  already  a  record  in  the  War  Department, 
meral  Jesup,  from  the  Quartermaster  General's  office,  m  his  re- 
rt  of  November  14,  1854,  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  made  the  folio  w- 
ir  statement : 

^*  There  are  many  sites  no  longer  necessary  for  military  purposes, 
ich  have  become  very  valuable  in  consequence  of  the  expenditures 
the  government  and  the  protection  given  to  settlers  in  their  neigh- 
hood,  which,  if  sold  for  their  full  value,  would  supply  a  fund  suf- 
ent,  or  nearly  so,  for  all  new  frontier  improvements."  *         * 

*  "  The  reserves  at  Port  Howard,  Fort  Snelling,  Fort  Oraw- 
I,  and  Bock  Island,  should  it  not  be  made  a  military  depot,  if  sold 
anything  like  their  value,  would  bring  into  the  treasury  more 
n  a  million  of  dollars.  Without  such  a  modification  of  the  law, 
re  is  great  danger,  should  these  valuable  lands  be  offered  for  sale, 
t  unprincipled  and  lawless  speculators  will  combine,  and,  by 
eats  of  violence,  intimidate  honest  and  peaceable  citizens  from  bid- 
g  for  them,  and  thus  secure  for  themselves  and  their  confederates 
whole  of  them  at  the  minimum  price  of  the  government  for  its 
d  lands." 

H.  Rep.  Com.  351 2 
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Impressed  with  the  correctness  of  this  opinion,  Secretary  Davis,  in 
his  annual  report  of  that  year,  made  the  following  statement : 

^^Many  reservations  around  military  posts  originally  established 
on  the  frontier,  and  now  rendered  useless  by  the  advance  of  popuift- 
tion,  have  acquired  great  value,  not  only  from  the  rise  in  the  price  of 
lands  in  such  localities^  but  from  improvements  put  upon  them  by 
the  labor  of  the  troops,  or  at  public  expense.  In  disposing  at  pnbUc 
sale  of  some  of  these  which  came  within  the  act  of  1819,  it  was  found 
that  the  bids  were  far  below  the  fair  market  value  of  the  lands — a  re- 
sult which  has  been  attributed,  no  doubt  correctly,  to  combiuatioiu 
among  the  bidders.  I  concur  with  the  Quartermaster  General  in  the 
opinion,  that  similar  results  can  be  prevented  in  future  only  by  estab- 
lishing a  minimum  price,  below  which  the  lands  shall  not  be  sold; 
and  I  recommend  that  provision  be  made  lor  this  purpose  in  any  act 
that  may  be  passed  upon  the  subject." 

The  present  Secretary  of  War  was  thus  informed  of  the  great  value 
of  these  reservations,  and  of  the  importance  of  providing  precautioni 
that  would  not  only  prevent  a  sacrifice  of  them,  if  brougnt  to  sale, 
but  have  realised  to  the  government  their  full  value.  A  portion  of 
this  reservation  had  already  been  sold  under  the  authority  of  an  act  of 
Congress  permitting  pre-emptions.  If  anything  could  add  to  the  force 
of  the  position  here  taken,  that  exceeding  caution  was  necessary,  it 
is  in  the  fact  that  already  another  small  portion  of  this  reservaiion, 
amounting  to  5,362  acres,  had  been  sold  at  a  great  sacrifice  to  the  gor- 
ernment  at  the  Stillwater  land  office,  under  circumstances  having  no 
equity  in  favor  of  the  purchasers,  and  violent  and  defiant  of  all  law. 

With  such  knowleage  he  had  a  corresponding  duty,  to  be  on  his 
guard.  To  do  this,  common  prudence  dictated  several  things  to  be 
done,  to  wit,  first,  publicity,  in  order  to  attract  purchasers ;  second, 
such  a  subdivision  of  the  property  into  small  parcels  as  to  bring  them 
in  value  down  to  the  means  of  the  greatest  number  of  competitors; 
and,  third,  an  absolute  right  in  the  agents  to  accept  or  reject  all  ofiferi 
made,  so  that  the  title  in  the  government  should  not  be  divested  if 
only  an  inadequate  price  was  offered.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  add 
that  a  trust  requiring  so  much  caution  and  judgment  should  only  hare 
been  left  to  competent  persons.  All  these  objects  could  have  been  ob- 
tained in  like  manner,  whether  the  sale  was  public  or  private.  There 
was,  besides,  both  justice  and  policy,  the  uniform  policy  of  the  goT- 
ernment  with  all  its  lands,  to  have  the  reservation  subdivided  and 
aold  out  to  the  largest  number  of  proprietors. 

The  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  containing  nearly  8,000  acres,  haa 
by  position,  unusual  advantages,  and  at  the  moment  of  sale  attracted 
great  attention,  and  promised  to  realize  to  the  government  its  foU 
value.  It  lies  within  the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  Minnesota, 
at  the  practical  head  of  steamboat  navigation  on  the  Mississippi;  the 
flourishing  city  of  St.  Paul  a  few  miles  below,  the  town  of  Mendota 
only  separated  from  it  by  the  Minnesota  river,  and  a  few  miles  aboie, 
the  flourishing  towns  of  Saint  Anthony  and  Minneapolis  on  opposite 
shores  of  the  Mississippi,  with  only  the  Falls  of  Saint  Anthony  between, 
having  water  power  enough  to  keep  busy  the  spindles  of  all  the  States. 
By  means  of  its  two  riverSi  all  tne  commerce  north  and  west  of  it  is 
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compelled  to  pass  by  it.  With  a  healthy  climate,  rich  soil,  and  sin- 
plar  natural  beauty,  no  other  point  of  the  northwest  was  so  well 
»lculated  to  draw  purchasers.  W  ithin  a  radius  of  a  half  dozen  miles 
)f  the  post  there  was  already  a  busy,  thrifty  population  of  more  than 
)0,000  souls.  When  the  last  government  reservation  at  the  present 
;reat  mart  of  Chicago  was  sold  in  1839,  the  population  within  the 
»ame  limit  was  less  than  5,000,  the  entire  population  in  1840  being 
3nly  4,683.  It  is  stated  by  Dr.  Graham^  one  of  the  purchasers,  that 
Grovernor  Floyd's  knowledge  of  Fort  Snelling  was  only  that  it  was  an 
3ld  fort,  and  that  he  had  but  little  idea  of  its  value.  If  true,  this 
would  be  no  less  a  fault.  But  the  committee  has  not  yielded  to  this, 
Eind,  with  a  better  opinion  of  the  department  over  which  he  presides, 
has  believed  him  incapable  of  so  little  knowledge. 

But  this  only  practicable  mode  of  getting  the  best  price  was  not 
adopted.  C!ommon  prudence  would  seem  at  once  to  recommend  a 
mode  equal  to  the  case.  But  if  common  prudence  were  at  fault,  the 
event  would  be  more  excusable  if  the  department  itself  did  not  furnish 
in  its  own  records  a  sound  and  successful  precedent  for  the  complete 

(protection  of  the  public  interest  in  a  case,  in  all  essential  circumstances, 
ike  this.  The  case  referred  to  is  that  of  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Dearborn 
reservation  at  Chicago  in  1839,  just  alluded  to,  under  circumstances 
less  fevorable  than  the  late  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  for  in  that  instance 
the  revulsion  of  1836,  the  effects  of  which  were  not  yet  spent,  left  the 
interest  of  land  buying  languishing,  and  the  feeling  at  that  sale  was 
less  favorable  than  in  the  case  of  Fort  Snelling,  where  speculation  was 
active  and  the  interest  to  buy«general. 

In  that  instance,  the  quantity  of  land  sold  (the  Fort  Dearborn  reser- 
vation) was  just  53^  acres.  The  sale  of  that  quantity  of  land  realized 
in    gross  $106,042.     It  was    done  under  the  authority  of  Secre- 
tary Poinsett.     His  commission  to  Matthew  Burchard,  esq.,  agent, 
he&TS  date,  '*  War  Department,  April  23,  1839."     He  was  directed 
to  subdivide  the  property,  and  set  an  estimate  on  its  value  by  parcels. 
He  was  directed  to  advertise  the  sale.     If  inadequate  prices  were 
offered,  he  was  directed  to  decline  them.     By  this  means,  the  full 
price  was  realized,  or  otheiwise  the  interest  of  the  government  was 
not  divested.     In  order  to  prevent  combinations,  or  in  any  event  that 
threatened  prejudice  to  the  public  interest,  the  commissioner  was  au- 
thorized to  adjourn  the  sale  to  Detroit  or  New  York,  to  take  place  at 
such  time  as  might  be  most  advantageous  to  the  government.     Such 
a  mode  of  sale,  if  adopted  in  this  instance,  would  have  realized,  it  is 
believed,  corresponding  results. 

In  what  has  been  said  so  far,  there  is  no  purpose  to  question  the 
complete  superior  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War  over  all  subjects  in 
his  department ;  but  only  that  it  is  a  proper  and  dutiful  inquiry  with 
Congress,  which  has  supervision  over  everything  pertaining  to  revenue, 
and  the  resources  from  which  revenue  is  derived,  to  examine  when  an 
act  is  done  by  any  department  whether  it  is  wise  or  expedient.  Such 
an  inquiry  is  not  excluded,  for  it  does  not  follow,  because  an  act  is  law- 
Ailly  done,  that  it  may  not  be  done  wrongfully  or  with  bad  judgment. 
In  this  connexion,  and  with  reference  to  the  propriety  of  the  con- 
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elusion  above  expressed,  that  the  sale  was  improyidently  made,  a  more 
particular  reference  is  necessary  to  the  evidence  taken  by  the  committee. 

In  the  earljr  part  of  April,  1867,  Major  Seth  Eastman  was  sent  by 
verbal  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  from  Washington  to  Fort 
Bnelling,  to  survey  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  into  forty-acre  tracts, 
and  into  as  small  lots  as  could  be  conveniently  made,  to  enable  men  of 
small  means  to  buy.  No  other  duty  was  then  intended  for  him  but  to 
make  the  survey.  **  The  Secretary  of  War  stated,"  Major  Eastman 
says,  '^  that  after  I  had  finished  the  survey,  he  would  send  an  agent 
out  there  to  sell  it.  I  was  not  appointed  agent  in  the  first  instance, 
and  had  no  expectation  of  bein^  agent."  The  authority  he  after- 
wards received  to  make  the  sale,  m  company  with  Mr.  Heiskell,  seems 
an  afterthought.  How  he  came  to  be  appointed  is  explained  by  Mr. 
Heiskell's  statement  on  delivering  Major  Eastman  his  commission  at 
Fort  Snelling.  ^^  He  (Major  Eastman)  said  he  was  surprised  to  get 
it ;  he  did  not  suppose  he  should  have  anything  to  do  with  it ;  he 
supposed  he  was  just  to  survey  it ;  he  did  not  know  he  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed as  commissioner.  I  told  him  I  wanted  some  good  man  to  act 
with  me,  and  I  supposed,  as  he  was  there,  the  Secretary  of  War  thonght 
he  would  be  more  competent  than  anybody  else."  Thus,  Mr.  Heiskell 
was  principally  the  commission,  Major  Eastman,  on  his  suggestion, 
being  its  accessory. 

While  so  much  preparation  was  being  made  to  subdivide  the  re- 
servation into  smaU  parcels  with  the  view,  as  then  appeared,  of  bring- 
ing it  to  sale  in  this  manner,  and  almost  as  soon  as  Major  Eastman 
had  left  Washington  for  Fort  Snelling,  Mr.  John  C.  Mather  and  Mr. 
Bichard  Schell,  with  a  knowledge  of  this  fact  that  seems  extraordi- 
nary, because  no  one  else  seemed  to  have  it,  were  at  Washington, 
with  a  combination  between  themselves  already  formed,  to  buy  the  re- 
servation. 

In  the  light  that  this  transaction  was  fair  and  usual,  the  number  of 
striking  circumstances  is  worthy  of  notice.  It  is  singular,  that  while 
the  survey  of  it  in  small  parcels  was  prooeediiig,  Mr.  Mather  and  Mr. 
Schell  were  arranging  a  combination  in  spite  of  its  parcels.  It  is 
singular,  at  this  early  period,  that  they  only  should  be  in  possession 
of  the  information  which  gave  them  occasion  for  forming  a  combina- 
tion to  buy  Fort  Snelling.  It  is  singular,  that  imm^iately  after 
Doctor  Graham  declined  acting  as  agent  for  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling, 
for  the  reason,  that  he  preferred  being  a  purchaser  of  it,  Mr.  Mather 
and  Mr.  Schell  should  be  conveniently  in  Washington,  and  that  these 
three  persons,  with  such  an  identity  of  purpose,  should  be  fortuitonsly 
thrown  together  to  make  the  arrangement  to  buy,  so  entirely  agree- 
able to  each  other.  It  is  also  remarkable  that  the  form  of  the  in- 
structions to  provide  for  actual  settlers  on  the  reservation,  and  which 
seemed  to  intend  Mr.  Franklin  Steele,  should  have  been  anticipated 
by  these  three  gentlemen,  notwithstanding  General  Jessup  had  said, 
in  a  published  report  of  his  office,  that  Steele  was  not  entitled  to  protec- 
tion, and  that  they  should  thus  be  induced  to  connect  him  with'their 
combination,  and  that  Doctor  Graham  should  be  sent  on  a  distant 
mission  for  this  object.  It  is  no  less  remarkable,  even  before  the  sur- 
vey was  completed,  that  Doctor  Graham  had  returned  firom  that  sufr 
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ssfiil  mission  to  New  York,  where  he  met  Mr.  Mather,  and  then  to 
'ashington,  at  the  very  time  that  Mr.  Heiskell  was  receiving  his 
tpointment ;  and  that  Mr.  Heiskell's  appointment  shonld  be  made 
the  very  time  that  Doctor  Graham  had  returned  to  Washington, 
proceed  with  him  at  once  to  Fort  Snelling,  where  the  sale  wcw  to 
made.  To  this  may  be  added  the  voluntary  appointment,  by  the 
cretary  of  War,  of  Mr.  Mather  to  the  duty  of  examining  the  mili- 
ry  reservation  at  Fort  Ripley,  a  duty  for  which  he  was  not  particu- 
rly  fitted  by  habit  or  experience,  and  at  the  very  time  that  was  most 
nvenient  for  him,  by  the  arrangement  already  made  to  be  at  Fort 
lelling,  on  his  way  to  Fort  Ripley,  and  again^  at  the  sale  of  Fort 
lelling,  on  his  return.  To  this,  besides,  may  be  added  the  fact,  no 
is  remarkable,  that  a  privacy  of  the  particular  authority  of  Heiskell 
id  Eastman  to  sell  this  reservation  was  observed  to  every  one,  ex- 
pt  these  favored  persons.  If  this  was  only  a  fair  and  ordinary 
sinsaction,  the  circumstances  are  extraordinary  and  the  case  has  a 
mantic  interest. 

The  appointment  of  Mr.  Heiskell  to  make  this  sale  bears  date  May 
',  1857.  At  this  time,  the  survey  Major  Eastman  had  been  directed 
make  was  not  completed.  The  committee  believes  the  princi^l 
ipointment  of  Mr.  Heiskell  to  so  important  a  trust  was,  from  his  in- 
perience,  unfitness  and  incapacity,  injudicious,  and  made  this  con- 
iracy  of  Graham,  Schell  and  Mather  successful. 
It  seems  that  Governor  Floyd  and  himself,  fellow  citizens  of  Abing- 
n,  Virginia,  had  jointly  **  run  a  race"  for  the  legislature  of  that 
ate  in  May,  1866,  and  on  that  occasion  won  a  victory  over  a 
188  of  public  enemies  called  **  know-nothings."  The  reason  and 
Einner  of  Mr.  Heiskell's  appointment  are  derived  from  his  own  testi- 
ony,  as  follows : 

"  Before  Governor  Floyd  was  appointed  as  Secretary  of  War,  he 
id  myself  ran  a  race  for  the  legislature  in  1856.  Shortly  after  he 
d  received  notice  from  Mr.  Buchanan  that  he  would  be  in  the  cabi- 
it — the  next  morning,  I  believe — I  remarked  to  him,  jocularly, 
S^ow,  old  fellow,  we  have  had  rather  a  hard  fight  of  it  together, 
;ainst  the  know-nothings  here,  and  when  you  get  in  office  you  must 
ft  forget  me.  I  want  you  to  give  me  a  place.  I  want  one  that  will 
ly  not  less  than  $4,000  or  $5,000  a  year.  I  don't  want  anything 
le.'  Said  he,  ^  Well,  old  boy,'  in  his  way,  to  me,  *  if  I  can  do  any- 
ing  for  you,  you  shall  have  it.'  After  he  had  been  here  in  office 
r  two  or  three  weeks  he  wrote  a  letter  to  me,  telling  me  '  there  is 
)thing  here  that  you  would  want ;  there  is  no  office  in  my  gift,  or 
I  the  gift  of  the  President,  that  you  would  have.'  Some  time  in  the 
lonth  of  April  he  wrote  to  me  that  he  had  a  little  business  for  me  to 
0  that  would  pay  my  expenses,  and  he  wanted  me  to  come  on  here, 
wrote  to  him,  *  I  do  not  want  to  do  anything  that  will  not  pay  well.' 
le  wrote  to  me  to  come  on  here,  that  he  had  some  business  he  wanted 
le  to  attend  to ;  that  there  was  a  reservation  he  wanted  me  to  sell.  I 
id  come  on  here,  and  learned  from  him  that  the  pay  for  the  commis- 
m  would  be  $8  per  day  and  my  expenses.  Said  I,  '  If  I  had  known 
liat  the  pay  was  before  I  left  home,  I  would  not  have  come  here.  I 
apposed  the  pay  would  be  five  per  cent,  on  the  sales,'    Said  he,  Hhe 
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law  fixes  the  pay  at  |8  per  day  and  your  expenses.'     Well,  he  gave 
me  my  commission. 

"  When  I  got  my  commission,  Governor  Floyd  said  to  me,  *old 
fellow,  I  want  you  to  do  the  very  best  you  can  for  the  goverament.' 
These  were  his  private  instructions.  *  I  want  that  sale  to  be  the  best 
ever  made  in  the  United  States.'  Said  he,  ^  you  have  got  a  parcel 
of  sharpers  to  deal  with,  and  you  have  got  to  keep  your  eyes  open.' 
This  was  the  exact  conversation  ;  I  recollect  it  distinctly,  because  he 
was  so  emphatic.  I  started  from  here  the  latter  part  of  May.  The 
governor  said  to  me,  as  I  remarked  before,  *  Keep  your  eyes  skinned ; 
you  are  going  among  a  parcel  of  sharpers  and  speculators.  I  want 
you  to  make  the  best  sale  the  government  ever  had  made.'  Said  he, 
*  I  know  how  you  trade  at  home,'  remarking  on  some  of  my  transac- 
tions that  I  suppose  it  is  not  necessary  to  mention — I  had  been  sheriff 
at  home — ^  and  I  know  if  vou  have  a  little  warning  they  cannot  touch 
you  in  a  trade,'  or  somethinff  of  that  kind.  Said  he,  *  I  want  you  to 
execute  this  commission  to  the  best  of  your  judgment.  You  under- 
stand speculation  ;  you  understand  mankind.'  " 

According  to  this  statement,  Mr.  Heiskell  demanded  public  grati- 
tude, precisely  expressed  at  4,000  or  5,000  dollars  per  annum,  in 
consideration  of  his  efficiency  and  example  as  a  servant  of  his  partj. 
Such  a  practice  of  selecting  persons  for  public  trusts,  which  has  latterly 
somewhat  obtained,  since  the  examining  questions  proposed  by  Mr. 
Jefferson  to  be  put  to  candidates  for  office,  *'Is  he  honest?  is  he 
capable?"  have  gone  into  disuse,  is  not,  under  any  circumstancei, 
very  respectable  among  thinking  and  honorable  men  ;  for  the  plain 
reasons,  that  it  assumes  that  only  one  set  of  opinions  is  tight,  and 
every  other  set  of  opinions  is  wrong,  and  worthy  to  be  stigmatized  a« 
a  disqualification  for  office,  and  that  merit  only  consists  in  adherence 
to  the  last  party  dogma — that  this  despotic  rule  of  exclusion  gives 
increased  acrimony  to  party  contentions,  and  that  when  party  fidelity 
is  made  the  only  rule  of  appointment^  it  is  capable  of  making  just  so 
many  hypocrites  of  opinion  as  there  are  offices  to  be  got  by  means  of 
it,  and,  by  its  terrorism,  subdues  all  manly  and  honest  opinions  in 
public  officers. 

There  is  much  less  merit  in  making  appointments  from  mere  friendly 
and  family  considerations,  for  the  reason,  that  where  a  mere  politician 
is^  appointed,  the  public  injury  of  such  an  appointment  ends  with 
him ;  but  a  family  appointment  becomes  contagious  among  brothers 
and  sons  and  cousins,  till  worthy  men  are  turned  out  of  office  to  make 
room,  and  new  names,  without  any  merit  but  a  consanguinity  to  some 
dispensing  officer,  or  some  person  in  infiuential  position,  grow  into 
frequency  on  the  blue  book. 

put  there  has  been  a  toleration  of  this  practice,  of  confining  ap- 
pointments to  persons  of  the  prevailing  party,  and  sometimes,  of  a 
choice  of  officers  on  personal  considerations,  so  long  as  persons  of  fair 
integrity  and  competent  ability  have  been  selected,  so  that  the  public 
has  taken  no  detriment.  But  even  with  so  much  respect  to  such  motives 
to  the  appointment  in  this  instance,  it  is  deemed  a  matter  of  just  com- 
plaint here,  that  a  selection  of  a  competent  person  was  not  made.  The 
sale  of  this  valuable  reservation  was  a  delicate  and  responsible  doty, 
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and  required  not  only  decided  qualities,  but  qualities  fitted  to  the 
occasion.  It  was  in  the  knowledge  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  from  the 
report  of  Oeneral  Jessup  already  c^uoted,  that  the  Fort  Snelling  reser- 
vation and  three  or  four  other  military  reservations  that  were  named , 
were  worth  a  million  of  dollars,  and  if  properly  sold  and  husbanded, 
would  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  defence  of  the  whole  western 
frontier.  Then,  granting  that  for  this  occasion  the  Secretary  of  War 
mieht  properly  select  for  this  public  duty  a  neighbor  and  personal 
and  political  friend,  yet  the  public  had  a  right  to  demand  that  it  should 
be  such  a  neighbor  and  friend  as  had  so  much  ability  as  to  take  care 
of  its  interests.  But  inconsistent  with  the  cautious  recommendation 
of  General  Jesup,  the  public  consequence  of  this  trust  seems  to  have 
been  lost  sight  of.  On  bare  suggestion,  and  quick  as  the  subject  was 
hinted  by  Doctor  Graham  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  S)ile  of  the 
reservations  at  Fort  Snelling  and  Fort  Bipley  was  tendered  to  him  to 
pay  his  expenses  on  a  private  enterprise  to  Minnesota.  The  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Heiskell  was  expected  and  asked  and  given  as  an  act  of 
political  benevolence  and  gratitude. 

But  this  pernicious  and  perilous  system  of  making  public  prefer- 
ments the  spoils  of  the  successful  side  of  politics,  by  extending  it  a 
very  little,  becomes  a  system,  whereby  other  employments,  not  official, 
jobs  and  contracts,  like  mail  contracts,  army  contracts,  jobs  for  trans- 
portation and  supplies^  and  other  preferences  may  be  claimed  by  men 
who  manage  parties  successfully,  tor  the  same  reason,  and  with  just 
the  same  propriety.    The  prevalence  of  this  opinion  that  everything 
in  the  way  of  advantage  and  profit  that  the  government  can  give 
should  go  into  partition  among  the  shareholders  of  the  last  political 
success,  is  shown  by  its  wide  geographical  distribution,  cropping  out,  at 
the  same  time,  in  places  so  wide  apart,  and  of  such  unlike  political  tem- 
per, as  Abingdon,  Virginia,  the  city  of  New  York,  and  Waterbury,  Ver- 
mont. Mr.  Paul  Dillingham,  of  this  last  named  place,  is  a  thrifty,  enter- 
f)rising  and  courageous  instance  of  this  opinion.     A  reference  to  his 
etter  to  the  Secretary  of  War  of  May  1,  1857,  shows  that  he  has 
twice  been  in  Congress  and  is  a  '*  sound,  reliable  democrat."     The 
eminence  of  his  position  gives  more  consequence  to  the  present  view 
and  invites  remark,  because  it  may  be  presumed  that  other  '^  sound, 
reliable  democrats,"  as  he  thus  describes  himself  to  be,  may  become 
inoculated    by  so    eminent    an   example.     Mr.   Paul    Dillingham 
asks  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  consideration  that  he  has  been  such 
a  "  sound,  reliable  democrat,"  that  he  shall  be  permitted  to  buy  the 
whole,  or  a  part  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  at  ^'  a  bargain." 
"  I  possess,"  he  says,  **  some  pecuniary  ability,  and  have  several  rela- 
tives and  acquaintances  in  Minnesota  Territory,  where  I  want  to  remove 
myself,  so  as  to  get  out  of  a  State  where  genuine  democracy  is  poorly 
thought  of  by  the  great  colored  party  who  rule,  and  always  will  here. 
If  it  is  for  sale,  I  should  esteem  it  a  favor — perhaps  it  is  my  right, 
but  that  I  do  not  discuss  now — to  be  so  informed,  that  I  may  have  a 
chance  for  a  bargain,  and  think  I  should  come  to  Washington,  to  con- 
fer personally  with  you." 
It  will  thus  be  seen  that  Mr/ Dillingham  esteemed  it  a  personal 
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privilege  to  demand  a  large  amount  of  public  property  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  at  ''a  bargain"  for  so  poor  a  consideration  on  his  part,  and 
utterly  without  profit  to  the  public,  as  his  being  a  "sound,  reliable 
democrat,"  anxious  to  remove  from  a  community,  where,  by  his  own 
confession,  he  was  without  influence  and  nobody  cared  anything  aboat 
him ;  and  it  is,  at  the  same  time,  equally  plain,  that  if,  on  his  first 
ofier,  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  was  an  equivalent  for  such  a 
"sound,  reliable  democrat"  as  he  represents  himself  to  have  been,  by 
persuading  him  into  a  moderation  of  terms,  he  could,  at  any  time,  be 
had  at  a  much  less  price.  This  proposition  contemplated,  it  is  hanily 
necessary  to  say,  an  indecent  prostitution  of  the  public  interest  for 
private  advantage,  and  for  the  least  praiseworthy  motives. 

The  "colored  party"  spoken  of  by  Mr.  Dillingham,  is  supposed  to 
be  an  exchangeable  term  tor  the  "black  republicans"  spoken  of  by 
Mr.  Heiskell;  and  it  will  thus  be  seen,  that  these  two  gentlemen 
courted  the  dispensing  power,  by  a  common,  unreasonable  malevolence 
against  a  party  to  which  the  Secretary  of  War  might  be  thought 
hostile — the  difference  between  Mr.  Heiskell  and  Mr.  Dillingham 
being,  that  the  one  did  not  know  any  better,  and  that  the  other  did. 

Such  just  animadversion  seems  demanded,  because  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  have  forced  the  unpleasant  subject  on  the  committee. 

About  the  same  time,  other  applications  from  several  quarters  on 
the  subject  of  the  sale  of  this  reservation  were  addressed  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  any  answers  were  received. 
Such  a  fact,  alone,  shows  a  general  interest  ielt  on  the  subject  of  the 
sale. 

After  receiving  his  commission,  Mr.  Heiskell  left  Washington  for 
Minnesota,  in  company  with  Doctor  Graham,  on  the  27th  or  28th  day 
of  May,  reaching  St.  Paul  on  the  31st  day  of  May.  As,  at  this  time, 
the  order  for  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling  was  not  yet  public,  it  may  be 
presumed  that  a  companion  so  ingenious  and  interested  as  Doctor 
Graham,  would  improve  such  an  opportunity  to  inculcate  in  the  com- 
missioner just  going  "among  a  parcel  of  sharpers,"  as  described  by 
the  Secretary  of  War,  the  great  danger  of  combinations,  and  there- 
fore the  importance  of  keeping  himself  still.  At  the  end  of  this 
journey  Mr.  Heiskell  was  circumspect,  and  only  gave  his  confidence 
that  he  was  going  to  make  a  sale  to  the  "barkeeper  or  bookkeeper  at 
the  hotel." 

The  day  of  his  arrival  at  St.  Paul  was  Sunday.  Mr.  Heiskell 
did  not  meet  Major  Eastman  for  three  days,  at  least,  and  on  Saturday 
of  the  same  week,  the  6th  day  of  June,  the  sale  was  made,  Mr. 
Heiskell  having,  in  the  meantime,  "rode  some  over  the  neighbor^ 
hood,"  and  "written  over  near  a  quire  of  paper"  in  getting  up  a 
contract  for  the  sale.  Such  expedition  in  business  would  have  been 
meritorious  if,  under  the  circumstances,  it  had  been  judicious. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  Secretary  of  War  not  only  did  not  consult 
General  Scott  and  other  army  officers  having  the  frontier  defence  in 
charge,  in  reference  to  the  propriety  of  dispensing  with  Fort  Snelling 
as  a  depot  for  supplies  and  troops,  nor  defer  to  the  high  ofiScial  opin- 
ions of  nis  department  against  it,  but  that,  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  he 
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had  no  conclusiye  opiDion  of  his  own,  and  that  to  Mr.  Heiskell,  as 
one  of  the  commissioners,  he  delegated  the  authority  to  determine  the 
important  question  of  retaining  Fort  Snelling  for  military  purposes. 
"You  will  examine,"  the  Secretary  of  War  said  to  him  in  his  letter 
of  instructions  of  May  26,  1857,  ^' with  reference  to  its  being  retained 
as  a  military  depot  for  the  use  of  the  government/' 

It  is  respectfully  submitted  that,  by  Mr.  Heiskell's  own  statement, 
he  was  without  the  requisite  military  experience  and  study,  at  least 
not  80  much  as  General  Scott,  to  say  nothing  of  other  qualifications, 
to  enable  him  to  decide  a  question  possibly  involving  many  lives  and 
the  security  of  many  hundred  miles  of  frontier.  ^^I  have  not  been  in 
the  military  service,"  he  says,  *'  further  than  being  a  third  corporal 
in  a  military  company  of  the  Virginia  militia,  and  that  only  for  a  very 
short  time."  He  denies  all  military  study  and  knowledge^  but  sub- 
mits that  such  questions  can  be  decided  by  common  sense.  The 
importance  of  retaining  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot  for  the  concentration 
of  troops,  to  be  held  ready  to  be  sent  forward  in  numbers,  whenever 
demanded,  to  exposed  positions  on  the  frontier,  is  particularly  urged 
by  Greneral  Jesup.  The  retention  of  Fort  Snelling  in  this  view, 
was  proposed  to  Mr.  Heiskell,  and  to  it  he  furnished  the  following 
unique  and  intelligent  answer  :  ^^  Well,  sir,  I  think  I  examined 
that  satisfactorily,  having  been  engaged  as  agent  of  a  very  large 
manufacturing  establishment  for  which  it  was  necessary  to  keep  depots 
for  a  large  supply  of  salt." 

His  fitness  for  the  other  duties  of  his  commission,  selliug  it  in  forty- 
acre  tracts  and  other  subdivisions,  if  deemed  proper,  the  settlement  of 
equitable  pre-emptions  on  the  reservation,  &c.,  may  be  best  determined 
by  his  own  statement  in  the  same  way.  Mr.  Heiskell,  before  that 
time,  had  never  been  beyond  the  Ohio  river,  or  on  any  public  lands 
brought  to  sale  in  the  usual  manner.  His  means  of  information  on 
this  commonly  difficult  subject  are  set  forth  in  the  following  answer : 
"Having  been  myself  somewhat  a  trader  in  lands  in  my  own  county, 
and  having  made  nearly  all  I  had  from  speculating  in  lands,  I  should 
besuppps^  to  know  something  about  thinp  of  that  sort.  I  have 
been  a  hard  student  of  newspapers  in  my  time,  and  understand  the 
business  of  the  county.     I  have  examined  this  matter." 

The  logical  propriety  of  this  conclusion  is  not  obvious.     That  Mr. 

Heiskell  had  ueen  a  trader  in  lands  ;  that  he  had  made  nearly  all  he 

bad  in  speculating  in  lands^  or  that  he  had  been  a  hard  student  of 

newspapers  in  his  time,  and  understood  the  business  of  the  county, 

>eem  to  have  very  little  to  do  with  that  intelligence,  skill,  caution, 

and  discretion,  indispensable  to  a  satisfactory  performance  of  his  duty. 

The  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  just  referred  to  directed 

^he  sale  of  the  reservation  in  tracts  or  lots  of  forty  acres  each,  or  in 

>hole,  as  might  be  deemed  best.    The  committee  respectfully  submits 

that  such  an  authority  to  sell  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  com- 

JPjrising  nearly  8,000  acres,  '^in  whole,"  is  not  warranted  by  law. 

The  act  of  1857  permits  the  whole  of  a  military  reservation  to  be  sold, 

^hen  it  is  useless,  or  so  much  of  it  as  has  become  useless,  where  a 

t^rt  of  it  has  c^Med  to  be  useful.    But  it  is  only  intended  when  the 


26  FOET    SNELLma    INVESTIQATIOK. 

<^  whole"  is  sold,  that  it  shall  be  in  the  usnal  legal  subdivisions  and 
not  altogether;  for,  if  such  were  the  power,  for  example,  in  this 
instance,  the  tract  being  large  and  valuable,  to  sell  it  together  would 
put  it  in  the  reach  only  of  two  or  three  wealthy  competitors,  who  might 
easily  combine  and  thus  defraud  the  government,  and  persons  of  small 
means  would  be  entirely  excluded.  The  same  rules  of  propriety  hold 
of  making  sales  of  useless  military  reservations  in  subdivisions, 
allowing  of  the  largest  number  of  competitors,  as  in  making  sale  of 
other  public  lands.  The  sale  of  any  considerable  quantity  of  lands, 
or  in  bulk,  has  been  abandoned  since  the  establishment  in  1812  of  the 
department  of  public  lands  as  a  distinct  branch  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. This  erroneous  instruction,  coupled  vdth  the  singular 
appointment  of  commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  sale,  shut 
out  all  other  purchasers,  and  compassed  the  result  in  the  combination 
of  Mather,  Graham,  Schell,  and  Steele. 

Without  the  foregoing  facts,  and  without  their  own  distinct  confes- 
sion, it  is  hardly  credible,  that  commissioners  appointed  to  make  a  sale 
of  this  importance,  should  be  utterly  without  a  knowledge  of  the  par- 
ticular law  under  which  they  were  acting,  and  of  those  other  laws 
by  which  the  rights  of  settlers  on  the  public  lands  are  regulated,  the 
equity  of  applying  which  here^  was,  by  particular  instruction,  left  to 
their  judgment,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  War  should  not  have  com- 
municated to  them,  as  a  means  to  that  judgment,  the  decision  of  Gten. 
Jesup  that  Steele  and  McEenzie  had  no  right  as  pre-emptors.  Gen. 
Jesup  says : 

'^  But  the  persons  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Bice  have  no  claim  to  any  part 
of  the  site ;  that  site  derives  its  present  value  from  the  expendlitures 
of  the  government  and  the  labors  of  the  troops.  Sutlers  and  ferry- 
men who  have  settled  around  the  post  did  so  for  their  own  advantage, 
and  ought  not  to  have  any  preference  over  others.  If  the  site  be 
divided  and  sold,  it  would  be  unjust  to  the  whole  country  to  give  them 
an  advantage  over  any  other  citizens.  If  any  one  class  should  have  a 
preference  over  other  classes,  it  should  be  the  private  soldiers  who  first 
gave  value  to  the  place,  or  their  descendants." 

The  common  consideration  that  pre-emptions  are  allowed  to  settlers 
on  the  public  lands  along  the  frontier,  for  the  reason  that  they  thus 
become  a  means  of  defence  to  the  frontier,  hardly  less  valuable  than  an 
armed  force,  is  conclusive  against  these  pretensions ;  for  Steele  and 
McEenzie,  instead  of  giving  the  frontier  defence,  were  living,  hy 
license,  on  a  military  reservation  of  the  government,  and  within  the 
very  protection  of  the  fort.  At  most,  a  pre-emption  could  only  cover 
one  hundred  and  sixty  acres,  and  then  treating  their  settlement,  as 
creating  an  equitable  right  of  pre-emption,  it  did  not  reach  beyond  that 
quantity  of  land,  and  was  lost  whenever  the  right  was  sold  or  other- 
wise parted  with.  But  the  committee  cannot  rightfully  yield  so  much. 
Steele  disavowed  to  the  commissioners  holding  any  claim  on  the  re8e^ 
vation.  Within  the  equity  of  our  land  laws  it  was  enough  to  secure 
them  their  particular  property,  and  so  much  ground  aa  was  necessarj 
for  its  enjoyment. 

This  ignorance  of  the  rules  by  which  their  duties  were  regulated 
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bo  a  succession  of  simple  and  inexcusable  blunders.  The  commis- 
ers  sold  partly  on  credit,  becaune,  as  stated  by  Major  Eastman, 
eele  wished  to  purchase  it  that  way,"  for  $90,000,  one-third  pay- 
on  the  10th  day  of  July,  1857,  and  the  **  residue  in  two  eaual 
lal  payments  thereafter."  A  sale  on  credit  was  not  warranted  by 
,  by  the  particular  instructions  under  which  the  commissioners 
d,  or  by  any  usage  prevailing  since  the  establishment  of  the  in- 
mdent  treasury  system.  The  law  authorizing  the  sale  of  military 
rvations  prescribes  that  a  conveyance  shall  be  made  only  on  the 
payment  of  the  purchase  money.  The  contract  of  the  commis- 
ers  stipulates  that  a  '^  deed  shall  be  given"  on  the  first  payment 
g  made  by  Steele.     The  law  provides  that  military  reservations 

be  sold  on  their  becoming  useless,  implying  that  possession  shall 
)w  the  sale.  The  contract  of  the  commissioners  stipulated  for 
lession  '^as  soon  as  the  Secretary  of  War  could  dispense  with  it 
iiilitary  purposes,"  as  if  the  law  left  with  the  Secretary  of  War 
siduary  discretion,  after  a  military  site  had  been  sold  for  the  reason 
i  it  was  useless.  The  contract  of  the  commissioners  contemplated 
.  the  Secretary  of  War,  "or  agents  appointed  for  that  purpose," 
lid  take  satisfactory  security  for  the  deferred  payments  given, 
law  contemplates  any  such  security,  and  if  given  it  would  be  en- 
j  nugatory  and  invalid.  The  pre-emption  law  allows  a  legal 
emption  to  160  acres  of  land  only.  A  priori y  an  equitable  pre- 
tion,  (for  a  legal  one  cannot  exist  on  a  military  reservation,) 
d  reach  no  more  than  160  acres.  But,  by  the  following  language 
le  report  of  the  commissioners  to  the  Secretary  of  War,   *'  It  is 

that  his  improvements  have  cost  a  large  amount,  but  then  for 
1  separate  and  valuable  one  to  permit  him  to  purchase  160  acres, 
amount  of  land  he  would  be  thus  entitled  to  obtain,  at  that  price, 
Id  amount  to  nearly  1,000  acres^  or  one-seventh  of  the  reserva- 
,"  it  is  implied  that  Steele  was  entitled  to  pre-empt  of  this  valua- 
public  property  160  acres  for  each  separate  and  valuable  improve- 
it  of  himself,  of  each  of  bis  ferrymen,  and  as  the  substitute  of  Mc- 
izie,  and  thus  be  enabled  to  obtain  nearly  a  thousand  acres  of  it 
)re-emptions.  Under  the  pre-emption  laws  a  pre-emption  occurs 
'eason  of  an  actual  settlement  and  improvement,  and  is  defeated 
very  moment  that  a  settlement  is  abandoned  by  a  sale  or  any 
)r  alienation.  But  in  this  instance,  the  commissioners  themselves 
ig  present,  are  the  official  witnesses  of  a  fraud  on  the  pre-emption 
in  the  pretended  sale  from  McEenzie  to  Steele,  and  report  the 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  as  the  reason  why  Steele,  the  purchaser 
ifcEenzie's  settlement,  was  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  sale  in 
e  of  the  le^al  fraud.  And  not  only  was  Steele,  by  this  novel 
ity,  in  addition  to  his  own  settlement,  substituted  in  the  place  of 
Cenzie,  but  allowed  to  succeed  to  whatever  benefits  might  be  sup- 
k1  to  enurd  to  ferrymen  and  other  persons  in  his  employment  who 
pened  to  have  been  on  the  reservation,  and  the  commissioners 
[6  this  absurd  mistake  the  reason  for  preferring  Steele  as  a  pur- 
ler. The  commissioners  had  been  instructed  to  sell  at  public  or 
ate  sale.     Losing  the  common  sense  of  the  instruction,  they  sup- 
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sed  that  a  private  sale,  as  distingnisbed  from  a  public  one,  was  to 
e  secret  and  to  be  kept  concealed.  '^  We  did  not  advertise/'  Major 
Eastman  savs,  ^^  because  it  then  would  not  have  been  a  private  sale/' 
**  If  it  had  been  advertised,"  Mr.  Heiskell  says,  "  it  would  have  been 
a  public  sale."  To  complete  this  procession  of  official  mistakes,  Mr. 
Heiskell  adds  the  following:  ''I  remarked  to  Steele  that  I  looked 
upon  the  sale  about  like  this  :  '  If  the  sale  had  been  made  to  anybody 
else,  the  black  republicans  in  Congress  would  have  been  unscrupulooa 
enough  to  have  given  you  $50,000  for  your  buildings.  You  are  a 
democrat,  it  is  true,  but  for  all  that  the  black  republicans  would  have 
given  you  $50,000  for  your  buildings ;  so  that  I  looked  upon  the 
sale  as  in  reality  made  for  $30,000  or  $40,000  more  than  the  prioe 
named.'  " 

If  it  is  deemed  necessary,  from  political  or  any  other  considerations, 
to  retain  such  talent  as  Mr.  Heiskell's  in  the  public  service,  it  is  re- 
spectfully submitted  that  the  field  of  display  is  unfitly  chosen. 

The  committee  has  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  dwell  on  the  particular 
manner  and  circumstances  of  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Suelling  reservation. 
The  sale  of  it  to  Mather,  Schell,  Graham,  and  Steele  was  already  a 
foregone  conclusion,  from  the  moment  that  Mather  and  Schell,  incon- 
sequence of  a  private  knowledge  that  it  was  about  to  be  brought  to 
sale,  had  already  made  their  combination,  and  Graham  first,  and 
afterwards  Steele,  were  incorporated  with  them,  and  Heiskell  had  set 
out  from  Washington  for  Minnesota  in  the  fatal  companionship  of 
Graham,  and  Mather,  at  the  very  critical  time,  was  required,  under  a 
commission  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  pass  by  Fort  Snelling  on 
his  way  to  examine  Fort  Bipley .  The  sale  of  the  reservation  to  these 
gentlemen  followed,  from  the  facts  just  mentioned,  with  the  certainty 
of  a  dramatic  catastrophe,  and  the  particulars  by  which  it  was  accom- 
plished, have,  therefore,  only  a  secondary  importance.  The  inculcation 
on  the  mind  of  Heiskell  of  the  danger  of  combinations,  the  import- 
ance of  keeping  the  transaction  secret,  the  preference  of  Steele  as  a 
purchaser,  the  importance  of  selling  to  Steele  even  at  a  reduced  price, 
as  a  matter  of  governmental  economy,  to  prevent  the  republicans  in 
Congress  from  making  him  corrupt  gifts  of  money,  selling  the  whole 
together,  instead  of  in  parcels,  what  the  reservation  was  worth,  &c., 
seem  to  have  been  contrived,  and  to  have  an  immediate  connexion  with 
the  foregoing  facts.  In  this  manner,  no  one  was  allowed  to  know  in 
regard  to  the  coming  sale,  all  competition  was  excluded,  better  prices 
were  prevented,  because  no  opportunity  was  allowed  to  oflFer  them, 
and  a  natural  surprise  was  felt  that  when  a  desire  to  invest  was  so 

general,  both  in  the  neighborhood  of  Fort  Snelling  and  abroad,  this 
irge  and  valuable  property  should  have  gone  so  silently  into  the 
hands  of  this  family  of  political  favorites. 

It  has  already  been  mentioned  that  the  intended  sale  of  Fort  Snelling 
was  kept  in  concealment  from  every  officer  connected  with  the  army, 
great  or  small,  there  or  elsewhere.  The  like  concealment  had  been 
observed  towards  every  one  else,  and  the  sudden  effect  following  on 
the  return  of  Mr.  Steele,  from  Washington,  with  tidings  that  the 
Secretary  of  War  had  confirmed  to  him  the  sale  of  this  large  reserra- 
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ion,  made  some  weeks  before,  and  of  which,  np  to  that  time,  no  one 
lad  any  knowledge,  is  well  described  by  Matthew  Johnson,  a  capitalist, 
who  was  there  seeking  the  opportunity  of  investing  at  this  sale,  and 
»  whom  Mr.  Prince,  the  partner  of  Mr.  Steele,  afterwards  exhibited 
%  detailed  and  careful  statement  of  its  value  at  $1,400,000,  offering 
[iim,  at  the  same  time,  an  interest  in  the  enterprise  at  the  rate  of 
|675,000  for  the  whole  purchase. 

"  The  day  I  was  at  the  fort  I  was  introduced  to  the  commanding 
officer  of  the  fort,  and  to  nearly  all,  if  not  all,  the  officers  of  the  fort, 
ind  there  was  not  one  among  them  that  did  not  condemn  the  sale. 
The  commanding  officer,  an  old  gray-headed  gentleman,  said  that  he 
bad  not  been  consulted  ;  that  not  a  word  had  been  said  to  him  as  to 
the  propriety  of  disposing  of  the  property,  or  of  dispensing  with  the 
troops  there,  either  by  Major  Eastman  or  any  one  else.  From  the 
chaplain  up,  every  man  condemned  it.  With  the  people  there  was 
3ne  universal  expression  of  indignation,  except  in  certain  quarters." 
That  such  was  the  prevalent  feeling  in  regard  to  it  will  be  seen  by 
referring  to  the  testimony  of  other  gentlemen,  military  and  civil, 
brought,  about  the  same  time,  to  a  knowledge  of  the  transaction. 

C!ompared  with  the  flatteriog  account  given  by  General  Jesup  of 
the  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  and  other  military  reserva- 
tions when  brought  to  sale,  and  of  the  ample  proceeds  derived  from 
them  being  able  to  give  defence  to  the  wnole  western  frontier,  the 
result  of  this  transaction  disappoints  expectation,  and  has  a  melan- 
choly interest. 

The  amount  actually  received  by  the  government  from  the  sale,  it 
has  already  been  stated,  is  $30,000.     By  the  terms  of  the  contrsurt, 
the  sum  of  $60,000  remains  to  be  paid  in  two  equal  instalments  at 
the  end  of  one  and  two  years  from  the  time  of  sale.     Thus,  all  the 
government  has  derived  from  the  sale  of  the  reservation  and  the  pub- 
uc  buildings  upon  it,  or  pursuant  to  this  sale,  will  derive  from  ttiem, 
is  $90,000.     But  within  one  year  preceding,  $10,157  91  had  been 
expended  there  by  the  government  for  repairs  and  buildings,  in  con- 
templation of  its  indennite  occupation.     The  public  buildings,  &c., 
which  still  remain  useftil,  as  stated  by  Major  Martin,  for  every  pur- 
pose for  which  a  collection  of  buildings  is  useM,  are  valued,  in  the 
official  report  of  the  commissioners,  at  $20,000.     It  will  be  remem- 
bered that  Mr.  Heiskell  states  that  no  interest  was  agreed  on  for  the 
deferred  payments,  for  the  reason  that  he  "did  not  think  of  it."     If 
this  were  a  local  transaction  at  St.  Paul,  where  the  usual  rate  of  interest 
is  stated  at  2^  per  cent,  per  month,  the  bonds  of  Mr.  Steele,  for  the  pay- 
ment of  $60,000  on  the  same  terms,  would  have  a  present  market  value 
ot'less  than  $40,000.  This  shows  the  great  importance  to  the  purchasers 
of  the  terms  of  payment,  providing  for  creoit,  and  providing  for  the 
payment  without  interest.     Or  to  express  it  otherwise,  if,  at  the  time 
of  the  sale,  Steele,  Mather,  Schell,  and  Graham,  had  invested  $39^20 
at  St.  Paul,  the  same,  at  the  time  the  purchase  money  of  the  Fort 
Snelling  reservation  became  due,  would  have  been  $60,000.    The  dif- 
ference is  so  much  gained  to  the  company,  and  the  government  is  the 
loser.  To  this  may  be  added,  that  the  United  States  is  now  the  tenant, 
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from  these  gentlemen,  of  the  fort,  barracks,  quarters,  offices,  &c.,  for 
as  many  as  two  companies  of  troops,  and  two  hundred  horses,  mules, 
and  oxen,  now  stationed  there,  ^r  which,  it  is  inferred  from  Hr. 
Steele's  statement,  rents  may,  of  right,  be  demanded.  Thus  it  will 
be  seen  that  going  back  of  tne  sale  only  a  single  year,  and  counting 
the  sale  as  a  present  cash  transaction,  the  naked  reservation  of  Fort 
Snelling,  comprising  between  seven  and  eight  thousand  acres  of 
highly  desirable  land,  has  realized  to  the  government  less  than 
$50,000.  The  committee  does  not  doubt  that  if  it  had  been  brought 
to  sale  at  that  time  in  a  cautious,  prudent,  and  reasonable  manner,  it 
would  have  realized  more  than  four  times  that  sum. 

An  attempt  has  been  made  to  avoid  this  conclusion  by  the  prodac- 
tion  of  witnesses,  most  of  whom  are  very  ill  informed,  who  say  that, 
in  their  judgment,  the  price  paid  was  an  equivalent,  or  nearly  an 
equivalent,  for  the  property.  But  such  statements  only  prove,  at  the 
best,  that  those  particular  persons  would  not  have  paid  any  more, 
and  does  not  deny  that  many  other  persons  would  have  given  mach 
more.  Such  statements  could  only  be  valuable  if  there  were  no  other 
proof  of  what  price  could  be  got,  but  are  worthy  of  no  consideration 
whatever  when  it  is  shown  that  twice  or  three  times  the  price  agreed 
on  could  have  been  had.  For  the  question  now  in  hand  is  not  specu- 
latively what  the  property  was  worth,  but  what  price  could  have  been 
obtained,  if  a  prudent  and  reasonable  mode  of  sale  had  been  observed. 

Apart  from  this,  several  of  these  witnesses  show  a  very  limited 
means  of  forming  an  opinion,  and  some  reasons  given  for  the  opinion 
expressed  are  inadmissible.    For.  example,  one  witness  states  that 
equally  good  lands  could  be  got  in  Virginia  at  $7  an  acre.     Another, 
who  had  been  most  of  his  life  in  the  Indian  trade  of  the  Territory, 
could  not  see  how  lands  could  be  worth  so  much.     He  had  once  thought 
in  the  same  manner  of  the  prices  offered  for  property  at  St.  Paul. 
One  witness  had  only  looked  at  the  steep  bluffs  of  the  reservation  from 
the  opposite  side  of  the  Minnesota.    The  knowledge  of  two  or  three 
others  was  limited  to  crossing  the  reservation,  on  one  or  two  occasions, 
in  riding  from  St.  Paul  to  St.  Anthony.     Others  had  been  on  the 
reservation,  in  the  aggregate^  from  two  hours  to  a  half  dozen  hours. 
Mr.  Heiskell  had  a  reason  of  his  own,  which  he  states  as  follows: 
'^  The  reason  why  I  fixed  the  value  as  low  as  $10  per  acre  was,  that 
I  noticed,  in  one  instance,  where  I  saw  six  oxen  ploughing  in  what  I 
thought  was  the  finest  soil  I  ever  saw,  that  at  the  bottom  of  the  ftt^ 
row,  instead  of  the  fine  black  soil  which  I  saw  on  top,  they  turned  op 
white  sand.     I  remarked  that  I  would  not  give  $2  50  per  acre  for  that 
land,  because  in  less  than  ten  years  it  would  be  blown  up  into  sand 
banks."     Such  opinions  are  worth  but  little,  if  anything. 

The  committee  occupies  the  position,  confidently,  that  so  soon  as 
the  commissioners  had  determined,  in  the  discretion  allowed  them  by 
the  Secretary  of  War,  that  they  would  not  sell  in  sub-divisions,  or 
small  parcels,  so  as  to  bring  the  sale  within  the  reach  of  persons  of 
small  means,  but  had  determined  to  sell  the  whole  reserve  together, 
thus  avoiding  this  just  and  long  established  policy,  as  the  Secretary 
of  War  had  permitted  them  to  do,  no  duty  then  remain^  to  them 
but  to  demana  and  obtain  the  best  price  that  could  be  got. 
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^at  price  could  then  have  been  obtained,  at  that  time,  for  the 
rt  Snelling  reservation,  if  open  tc competition  and  prudently  sold? 
is  question  can  best  be  answered  by  using  the  statements  of  respect- 
e  and  competent  witnesses.  The  Hon.  Bobert  Smith  says,  in  his 
;er  of  August  12,  1867,  to  the  Secretary  of  War : 
^If  these  lands  had  been  advertised  to  be  sold  at  public  auction,  or 
bidfl  in  writing,  in  forty  acre  tracts,  they  would  have  brought  four 
168  as  much  as  rumor  (and  that  is  all  the  information  I  have)  says 
ir  agents  sold  them  for.  Many  of  these  lands  are  worth  one  hun- 
d  dollars  per  acre,  and  no  considerable  portion  of  them  are  worth 
9  than  twenty-five  dollars  per  acre.  This  sale  is  looked  upon  here 
akin  to  the  Galphin  affair,  under  Fillmore's  administration,  and 
1  no  doubt  be  fully  investigated  by  the  next  Congress." 
[n  his  testimony  before  the  committee  he  adds : 
'^  I  would  have  gone  to  the  'extent  of  my  pile/  to  use  a  western 
rase,  to  have  purchased  it  at  four  times  $90,000.  If  it  is  not  trav- 
Dg  out  of  the  record,  I  will  say  to  the  committee,  as  sincerely  as  I 
^r  made  a  remark  in  my  life,  that  I  think  I  could  have  sold  that 
)perty  last  spring,  if,  when  the  act  passed  last  March,  I  had  been 
nmissioned,  with  one  or  two  other  good,  discreet,  sensible  men ;  we 
lid  have  cut  up  the  property,  and  sold  it  for  half  a  million  dollars, 
iking  the  last  payment  within  the  time  I  am  informed  the  last  pay- 
mt  is  to  be  made  by  the  present  purchasers ;  for  I  have  understood 
at  the  contract  was  to  pay  one-third  down,  one-third  in  one  year, 
id  one-third  in  two  years." 

Mr.  Cyrus  Aldrich,  residing  at  Minneapolis,  and  engaged  as  a  real 
tate  dealer,  says :  ''  I  give  it  as  my  opinion,  and  that  is  the  opinion 
almost  every  man  acquainted  with  the  property,  that  the  reserva- 
m  was  worth  at  that  time  forty  or  fifty  dollars  an  acre." 
Id  his  letter  to  the  editor  of  the  Galena  Advertiser,  of  April  1, 
157,  and  the  statements  of  which  he  now  affirms  on  oath,  he  further 
ites: 

''  It  is  thought  by  many  in  this  vicinitv  that  interested  parties  in 
e  Territory  have  got  that  section  into  the  army  appropriation  bill 
ith  a  view  of  having  all  the  lands  around  Fort  Snelling,  excepting 
st  what  is  actually  required  for  the  buildings,  fort,  and  parade 
ound,  sold,  and  sold  quietly  at  private  sale,  and  to  them. 
''There  are  now  8,000  or  10,000  acres  of  the  best  and  most  beauti- 
1  land  in  the  world  that  is  entirely  useless  for  military  purposes, 
3rth,  many  think,  $50  an  acre,  on  an  average.  One  hundred  acres 
'  it  are  worth  $1,000  per  acre  for  a  town  site.  It  is  one  of  the  most 
vely  spots  that  can  be  found  in  the  whole  northwestern  country." 
He  states  further  that  if  the  opportunity  had  been  offered,  he  should 
mself  have  purchased,  so  far  as  he  had  means,  at  a  reasonable  price. 
Mr.  M.  C.  Smith  says : 

"  I  should  not  put  it  under  $400,000.  I  think  it  was  worth  not  far 
om  that. 

''  At  a  forced  sale  I  do  not  think  it  would  sell  for  half  what  it  would 
ive  sold  for  then,  because  there  is  no  mone^  there.  In  ordinary 
isiness  transactions  of  selling  property,  I  think  it  has  depreciated 
om  twenty  to  thirty  per  cent.     When  I  left  there,  in  November,  the 
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parties  owning  it  had  projected  plans  for  bridges,  grading  streets, 
and  other  improvements.  I  do  not  know  that  they  have  jet  carried 
any  of  them  out.  I  know  what  the  public  opinion  is  in  reference  to 
it  in  the  neighborhood.  I  know  that  the  sale  has  had  a  very  percep- 
tible effect  upon  the  price  of  property  in  Minneapolis.  I  myself, 
would  have  been  willing  to  have  sold  my  property  there  at  a  less  rate 
than  before,  and  invested  in  property  at  Fort  Snelling.  The  reser- 
vation could  hardly  be  sold  at  this  period  of  the  year,  with  no  more 
money  than  there  is  in  the  country ;  but  if  business  resumes,  as 
usual,  in  the  spring,  and  sufficient  notice  were  given  to  enable  capi- 
talists from  the  east,  as  well  as  those  in  the  Territory,  te  purchase, 
I  have  no  doubt  it  would  sell  for  as  much  as  $400,000. 

'^  I  think  I  know  many  parties  who  would  have  been  willing  to  have 
paid  $400,000  for  that  property. 

'^  I  think  I  could  mention  three  in  our  office  ;  Colonel  Aldrich,  my 
brother,  and  myself.  I  could  not  state  absolutely  with  regaid  to 
others,  but  my  impression  is  that  two-thirds  of  the  people  in  that 
neighborhood  would  have  been  willing  to  have  sold  their  property  at 
cash  value  and  purchased  at  that  price." 

Mr.  J.  C.  Hall  says : 

''  Taking  into  consideration  all  its  advantages,  both  its  practica- 
bility as  a  town  site  and  for  agricultural  purposes,  I  should  think  it 
was  worth  twenty  dollars  per  acre. 

''  I  think  it  would  have  Drought  a  ^ood  deal  more  at  the  time,  it*  it 
had  been  held  up  at  public  sale —double  that  amount,  I  should  jadge, 

''  Question  1007.  Why  do  you  think,  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public 
sale,  it  would  have  brought  double  the  amount? 

"  Answer.  I  would  like  to  have  bought  half  of  it  myself,  at  that 
price,  and  a  good  many  others  would.  A  portion  of  the  land  is  worth 
a  good  deal  of  money. 

^'  Question  1011.  Would  it  not  have  been  as  easy  to  form  a  combina- 
tion at  Fort  Snelling  as  at  any  other  place  ? 

"  Answer.  No,  sir. 

"Question  1012.  Why  not? 

"Answer.  Because  the  people  in  the  vicinity  were  men  of  means, 
and  would  all  like  to  have  bought  a  piece  of  that  CTound.  There 
could  not  have  been  a  combination  of  that  kind  formed  there.  There 
were  too  many  distinct  parties,  who,  I  think,  would  not  have  gone  into 
a  combination  of  that  kind.  It  would  take  a  majority  of  the  whole 
to  do  it." 

Captain  Thorn  says : 

"  1  have  no  doubt,  from  my  intercourse  with  the  people  there,  sni 
with  speculators,  that  that  property  could  have  been  sold  so  as  to  haw 
brought  $160,000,  and  perhaps  more. 

**  I  think,  if  I  could  have  raised  the  means,  like  almost  everyone 

•'^at  region,  I  ^vould  have  ventured  an  investment  in  it."  / 

B,  Haococfc:  says:  ' 

e  thought  its  intrinsic  value  is  about  $200,000,  independent     ^^ 

dinga  on     it,  the  value  of  which  I  do  not  know.    Ithini,     ^  ^ 

n  its  sifcaation,  in  reference  to  St.  Paul  and  theFalJeof  ^^^^ 

,  it  is  w^OTth  that  as  an  investment.  %b' 
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*^  I  belieye  that  a  person  could  gire  $200,000  for  that  reserye  to-day 
as  a  ^ood  inyestment.  I  think  that  would  he  a  reasonable  price  for 
it,  without  reference  to  any  town  being  built  up  there.  I  think  so  on 
account  of  its  continuity  to  these  two  towns  aboye  and  below,  and  its 
being  at  the  mouth  of  the  Minnesota  riyer — a  very  conspicuous 
place/'        ♦        ♦        * 

^^  Question  1808.  What  is  your  opinion  as  to  the  probability  of  the 
whole  reservation  being  sold  out  in  parcels,  the  commissioners  having 
the  right  to  accept  or  reject  bids  ? 

'^  Answer.  It  would  have  all  sold,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  would 
have  brought  a  much  larger  price  than  it  did  sell  for.     I  myself  would 
have  bought  one-third  of  it." 
Mr.  Mathew  Johnson  says  : 

*'  I  think  the  property,  for  agricultural  purposes,  was  worth,  and 
would  sell  at  any  time,  if  divided  up,  for  an  average  of  about  $20  an 
acre.  I  know  that  lands  between  that  place  and  St.  Anthony,  and 
between  that  and  St.  Paul,  cannot  be  bought  for  anything  like  that 
amount  of  money,  and  never  could  since  I  have  been  there."  He 
adds  that  he  was  there  '^seeking  to  make  investments,  and  would 
have  been  very  glad  to  have  gone  into  the  operation  of  purchasing 
Fort  Snelling." 
Oaptain  James  H.  Simpson  says  : 

'^  If  it  had  been  put  up  in  small  parcels,  I  think  some  portions  of 
it  would  have  brought  $200  per  acre ;  and  the  lowest  price  realized 
for  any  of  it  would  have  been,  I  think,  about  $20  an  acre.  The 
reason  why  I  say  $200  an  acre  is  on  account  of  the  peculiarity  of  the 
site,  being  such  as,  under  a  proper  application  of  means,  might  de- 
velope  it  and  make  it  a  proper  point ;  and,  therefore,  those  portions 
of  it  near  the  river  which  could  be  made  available  for  wharf  purposes 
might  bring  at  the  rate  of  $200  an  acre." 

These  opinions  have  been  quoted  to  show  what  prices  mieht,  under 
a  prudent  management  of  the  sale,  have  been  realized  to  the  govern- 
ment by  a  sale  of  the  reservation,  from  persons  present  on  the  ground, 
tad  ready  and  willing  to  buy.    That  such  was  not  the  result^  and 
that  this  large  sacrifice  of  the  public  interest  has  been  made^  is,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  committee,  the  consequence  of  the  unfortunate 
Considerations  that  have  already  been  presented.    This  opinion  of  the 
^ue  of  the  reservation  is  sustained  by  the  testimony  of  the  purchasers 
themselves.    Both  Mr.  Steele  and  Dr.  Q-raham  decline  expressing  a 
willingness  to  part  with  their  interest  under  the  purchase,  at  twice  its 
price.    Mr.  Mather  consents  to  it  withan  apparent  reluctance.     A  por- 
tion of  it  has  already,  even  in  the  existing  money  embarrassment,  been 
aold  at  what  is  deemed  a  cash  sale,  at  the  rate  of  $180,000  for  the 
urbole  tnract.    Since  the  purchase,  Mather,  Graham,  Schell,  and  Steele 
li^^elaid  out  a  town,  covering  640  acres  only  of  the  land,  which,  at 
%\xe  lowest  rates,  $100  per  lot,  at  which  the  property  is  estimated  by 
%Yi^^)  would  realize  for  this  part  alone  more  than  one  quarter  million 
^^llaT8.    It  is  a  melancholy  fact  in  this  connexion,  as  derived  from 
^fiC  tatimony  of  Captain  Thom,  that  Major  Eastman,  one  of  the  oommis- 
^lon^n,  Boon  after  the  sale,  proposed  buying  ''  a  block,"  in  quantity 
^^  or  eight  acres,  at  the  price  of  about  $200  per  acre.     Even  then, 

H.  Bep.  Com.  361 3 


34  FORT  SHELLING  INVESTIGATION, 

he  said  a  pick  could  not  be  had  of  the  blocks.  "  We  would  have  to 
take  a  block  back,  at  about  an  average^place  on  the  reserration.  The 
blocks  composing  the  water  lots  would'cost  several  thousand  dollars." 
And  these  preferred  blocks  are  on  that  part  of  the  reservation  that, 
in  his  testin-'ony,  he  has  spoken  of  as  entirely  worthless. 

As  an  excuse  for  adopting  this  secret  and  extraordinary  method  of 
bringing  this  rich  property  to  sale,  the  commissioners  allege  the 
danger  of  combinations.     To  this  a  satisfactory  answer  has  already 
been  given.     If,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Fort  Dearborn  reservation,  and 
as,  by  that  example,  was  most  judicious,  the  power  of  accepting  or 
rejecting  bids  had  been  retained,  the  interest  of  the  government  could 
not  have  been  divested  until  a  full  price  had  first  been  obtained. 
Even  at  public  auction,  and  without  this  guard,  the  testimony  shows 
that  a  successful  combination  could  not  have  been  made.     A  com- 
bination depends  for  its  success  in  uniting  all  competitors,  and  thus 
excluding  competition.     But  the  large  population  in  the  vicinity,  the 
general  interest  to  buy,  the  presence  of  capitalists  seeking  invest- 
ments, and  the  absence  of  residents  from  the  reservation,  whidi 
prevented  all  popular  sympathy  with  a  combination,  made  it  certain 
that  so  many  interests  could  not  be  combined,  and  that,  separate  from 
interest,  there  was  no  feeling  to  give  a  combination  strength.    Indeed, 
a  combination,  under  the  circumstances,  was  impossible,  and  the  first 
knowledge  of  it,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Johnson,  was  derived  from  the 
report  of  the  commissioners  after  the  confirmation  of  the  sale,  hj 
the  Secretary  of  War.     Mr.  Mather  and  Doctor   Graham  may  be 
presumed  to  have  impressed  this  subject  on  Mr.  Heiskell,  as  Mr. 
Steele,  by  the  testimony,  certainly  did ;  but  it  was  privately  done, 
and  did  not  transpire  to  the  public.     The  commissioners,  by  thdr 
own  statements,  seem  to  have  got  the  notion  of  combinations,  to 
some  extent,  from  each  other.     Mr.  Heiskell  states  that  Major  East- 
man had  been  there  and  knew  all  about  the  combinations.    Major 
Eastman  says  that  Mr.  Heiskell  was  unknown  to  everybody,  and, 
therefore,  that  he  knew  all  about  them.     But  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
neither  of  them  had  any  knowledge  whatever  that  a  combination  had 
been  formed  with  reference  to  the  purchase  of  Fort  Snelling  is  dis- 
tinctly shown  by  their  own  testimony,  and  indignantly  denied  by  all 
intelligent  witnesses. 

The  report  of  the  sale  made  by  the  commissioners  to  the  Secretary 
of  War  is  hardly  more  accurate  in  opinion  or  in  fact  than  the  pro- 
ceedings by  which  the  sale  was  made.  '^  We  find  the  improvements 
made  by  the  government  for  military  purposes,"  the  commissioners 
say,  *'  almost  valueless  for  any  other."  ''The  buildings  are  valuable 
for  any  purpose  requiring  a  large  collection  of  buildings,"  Major 
Martin  answers.  The  commissioners  say  that  the  fort  and  outbnild- 
ings  are  old'^nd  in  a  dilapidated  condition.  Major  Martin  answers, 
"  None  of  them  are  in  a  dilapidated  condition.  The  general  condition 
of  the  quarters  and  barracks  at  Fort  Snelling  are  as  good  as  the  ave- 
rage quarters  and  barracks  in  the  United  States. ' '  The  commissioners 
say,  "  We  find  the  improvements  on  the  reservation  aU  owned  and  in 
possession  of  the  post  sutler,  Franklin  Steele,  esq."  Major  Martin 
answers,  ''All  the  improvements  and  buildings  which  were  on  the 
reserve  did  not  belong  to  Mr.  Steele."     The  commissioners  say  they 
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hat  Mr.  Steele  has  erected  a  warehouse  on  the  reservation.  Major 
n  answers  it  is  a  one-story  frame  house,  ahout  fifteen  hy  twenty 
The  commissioners  say  that  Mr.  Steele  arranged  with  Mr.  Een- 
McEenzie  for  a  stone  hotel  of  the  value  of  $15,000,  and  secured 
overnment  from  all  claims  on  account  of  it,  and  add,  **  We  are 
ve,  therefore,  in  saying  that  Mr.  Steele  is  the  only  claimant  to 
nprovements."  Major  Martin  denies  this.  It  is  also  denied  hy 
rraham  in  his  testimony,  and  it  is  there  distinctly  shown,  as  well 
the  testimony  of  Heiskell  and  Eastman,  that  any  sucb  security 
;iven.  In  addition  to  this,  a  contract  between  Steele,  Graham, 
father  was  entered  into  first  before  the  sale,  on  the  Gth  day  of 
,  1857,  and  again  after  the  sale,  on  the  9th  day  of  June,  1857. 
lis  last  contract,  subsequent  to  the  sale,  the  following  clause  ap- 
,  showing  that  no  sucharrangement  as  the  commissioners  reported 
»een  made :  '^  The  said  Steele  is  also  further  authorized  to  arrange 
Eenneth  McEenzie  for  his  claim,  and  if  he  requires  160  acres  of 
(and  in  no  case  is  it  to  exceed  that  amount,)  he  is  to  be  confined 
at  is  known  as  the  Baker  claim;  and  should  the  said  Steele  deem 
risable,  he  is  authorized,  instead  of  deeding  him  the  land  afore- 
to  pay  him  for  the  relinquishment  of  his  entire  claim  a  sum  not 
ding  $15,000."  The  commissioners  say,  *'We  also  collected 
information  in  regard  to  the  sales  of  other  reservations  as  our 
and  the  circumstances  would  admit,  and  found  that  they  seldom 
;ht  over  |1  25  per  acre  when  sold  at  private  sale."  It  is  believed 
10  such  examination  was  made,  and  certainly  not  with  any  such 
t,  the  only  instances  known  to  the  committee  of  reservations  sold 
ivate  sale  having  been  eminently  successful,  and  no  instance  of 
a  sale  having  occurred  at  the  price  quoted.  *' We  also,  upon 
authority,"  the  commissioners  say,  '^  ascertained  that  combina- 
were  being  formed  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  these  lands  at  the 
government  price."  The  evidence  of  the  commissioners  them- 
I  shows  conclusively  that  they  were  utterly  without  any  knowledge 
Y  such  combination.  *^  We  examined  Fort  Snelling  with  a  view 
being  retained  as  a  military  depot,"  the  commissioners  say.  It 
I  testimony  of  all  the  army  officers  at  the  post  that  Mr.  Heiskell 
utterly  unknown  to  them,  without  which  such  an  examination 
mpossible. 

this  connexion  Mr.  Heiskell  again  made  himself  conspicuous,  and, 
ontent  with  this  report,  addressed  a  supplemental  letter  to  the 
tary  of  War.  "The  party  to  whom  we  sold  the  property,"  he 
"  after  the  closest  investigation,  we  find  to  be  responsible  in  every 
st,  and  can  and  will  give  the  government  any  security  required." 
ich  investigation  was  had,  no  such  security  required,  and  none 
d.  *^Had  we  sold  to  any  one  else,"  he  says,  "justice  would 
re  that  Mr.  Steele  should  receive  from  the  government  from 
00  to  $30,000  for  the  improvements  which  he  owned  upon  the 
\Tij  and  which  had  been  placed  there  for  the  accomodation  of  the 
nment  officers. ' '  General  Jesup's  information  and  the  disclaimer 
eele,  that  he  had  no  equitable  claim  on  the  reservation,  are  a 
lent  answer.  "  The  parties,"  he  says  "forming  the  combination, 
:  disappointed,  will,  in  all  probability,  make  complaint  of  the 
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sale."  The  parties  who  formed  the  combination,  Mather,  Schell, 
Qraham,  and  Steele,  were  not  disappointed  in  their  scheme,  and  have 
not  made  complaint  of  the  sale,  but,  on  the  contrary,  when  severallj 
pat  to  their  oaths,  have  not  consented  to  give  np  the  sale  at  twice  the 
price  they  agreed  to  pay  for  the  reservation. 

A  particular  examination  is  invited  to  the  evidence  taken  by  the 
committee,  and  which  accompanies  this  report.  In  the  judgment  of 
the  undersigned,  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  was  accom- 

Slished  by  the  artifice  of  Mather,  Schell,  and  Graham,  conceived  and 
eliberated  before  the  appointment  of  commissioners  to  make  the  sale, 
Heiskell  and  Major  Eastman  being  unconsciously  its  victims.     All  the 
facts  proven  are  consistent  with  this  hypothesis.     Every  step  taken  in 
the  progress  of  it,  from  the  beginning  to  its  result,  here  or  elsewhere, 
of  fact  or  of  opinion,  by  those  who  made  the  sale^  as  well  as  by  those 
who  purchased  under  it,  has  its  satisfactory  explanation  in  this  manner. 
A  principal  object  was  to  get  hold  entirely,  and  to  the  exclusion  of 
everybody  else,  of  what  was  deemed  a  valuable  town  property,  and  the 
plans  of  the  actors  were  accommodated  to  it.     Mr.  Mather's  position 
seems  most  reprehensible.   In  fact,  all  the  purchasers  seem  to  consider 
it  reprehensible  from  the  caution  with  which  their  names  were  con- 
ceal^ from  the  public.    But  Mr.  Mather  is  more  obnoxious  to  complaint 
from  the  consideration  that, havingalready  devised  and  completed  a  com- 
i)ination  for  the  purpose  of  buying  this  reservation,  he  afterwards  con- 
rsented  to  accept  an  appointment  from  the  Department  of  War,  bearing 
'date  May  26, 1867,  for  an  examination  with  a  view  to  a  sale  of  the  mili- 
tary reserve  at  Fort  Ripley,  in  the  same  vicinity,  thus  giving  him  an  offi- 
-  cial  character  for  performing  the  same  duties  that,  in  a  like  instance,  he 
was  already  engaged  to  violate.     In  this  manner  his  official  engage- 
ment concluded  and  obliged  him  to  abstain  from  opposing  a  faithinl 
discharge  of  the  like  duties  by  others,  and  especially  not  be  compli- 
cated in  any  interest  derivable  from  such  sales.     The  danger  of  snch 
interference,  for  the  reason  that  an  official  character  in  connexion  with 
the  same  subjects,  may  be  inferred  to  carry  an  increased  and  improper 
influence  against  so  constant  a  policy,  has  been  too  often  condemned 
i;o  be  left  in  any  doubt.    A  marked  instance  of  it  occurred  in  the  recent 
-administration  of  President  Pierce,  resulting  in  a  removal  of  Governor 
Beeder  from  the  office  of  governor  of  Kansas,  for  an  alleged  complicitj 
'in  the  purchase  of  certain  Indian  lands  in  that  Territory.     In  thiU 
«(case,  however,  the  purchase  of  the  land  had  no  authority  whatever 
Tiutil,  by  the  very  terms  of  the  contract,  it  had  been  first  submitted  to 
the  President  and  approved  by  him. 

Governor  Beeder  had  no  official  authority  over  such  sale  of  Indian 
lands ;  and  although  he  then  made  a  purchase  at  a  price  quite  ade- 
quate, it  was  only  conditional,  and  was  to  depend  for  its  validity  on 
tne  subsequent  approbation  of  the  President.  This  is  shown  by 
reference  to  the  correspondence  of  that  functionary  with  Mr.  Marcy, 
then  Secretary  of  State.  So  nice  and  delicate  was  President  Pierce's 
sensibility  to  this  official  impropriety,  although  a  large  portion  of  the 
public  was  not  able  to  discover  the  force  of  his  reasons,  that,  in  a 
special  executive  communication  of  January  24,  1856,  he  animad- 
verted on  it  in  the  following  language : 

**  In  other  respects,  the  governor,  instead  of  exercising  constant 
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rigilance,  and  putting  forth  all  his  energies  to  prevent  or  counteract 
the  tendencies  to  illegality,  which  are  prone  to  exist  in  all  imperfectly 
organized  and  newly  associated  communities,  allowed  his  attention  to 
be  diverted  from  official  obligations  by  other  objects,  and  himself  set 
an  example  of  the  violation  of  law,  in  the  performance  of  acts  which 
rendered  it  my  duty  in  the  sequel  to  remove  him  from  the  office  of 
chief  executive  magistrate  of  the  Territory," 

But  Mather's  fault  was  more  flagrant.  He  was  already  one  of  a 
combination  formed,  if  not  to  prevent  a  fair  and  equal  sale,  to  engross 
its  benefits  to  his  association.  Under  such  circumstances,  he  sought 
Euid  accepted  an  appointment  which  put  Fort  Snelling  in  the  very 
path  of  his  duties.  His  combination  contemplated  tbe  purchase  of 
Fort  Snelling  from  Major  Eastman,  one  of  the  commissioners,  who 
was  afterwards  to  be  associated  with  him  in  the  sale  of  Fort  Bipley. 
Ee  thus  openly  violated  and  prostituted  his  official  duty,  and  made 
his  official  authority  a  means  of  private  advantage,  while  assuming  to 
be  clothed  with  it  for  the  public  sood. 

Mr.  John  C.  Mather,  from  modesty  or  some  other  cause,  in  his  own 
testimony,  does  not  speak  of  himself  with  the  consequence  that  justly 
belongs  to  him  in  the  transaction.  It  will  be  seen  by  referring  to 
the  testimony  of  Dr.  Graham,  that  the  combination  of  John  C. 
liather  and  Bichard  8chell,  to  buy  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation, 
iras  completed  while  these  two  gentlemen  were  at  Washington,  and 
before  Dr.  Graham  was  admitted.  It  may  be  inferred  that  at  this 
time  they  had  the  same  amiable  and  business  relations  to  each  other 
and  the  transaction  that  they  had  subsequently ;  that  Mr.  Mather 
was  the  projector  and  active  manager  of  this  close  corporation,  and 
ihat  Mr.  Schell  was,  as  he  describes  himself,  ripe  for  speculation,  and 
abounding  in  confidence  in  the  judgment  and  enterprize  of  Mr. 
Mather. 

Mr.  Mather  permeates  the  whole  transaction.  He  begins  at  the 
beginning  and  ends  only  with  the  conclusion.  He  ascertained  in- 
geniously, what  was  only  known  to  the  Department  of  War,  that  Fort 
Snelling  was  to  be  sold.  He  first  projected  and  created  the  combina- 
tion, Mr.  Schell  being  only  his  second  and  auxilliary.  He  admitted  ^ 
Graham  into  the  combination.  He  authorized  Graham  to  engage 
Steele  and  incorporate  him  in  the  combination,  and  for  this  purpose 
sent  Graham  abroad  on  his  distant  and  difficult  mission.  But  he  did 
it  80  cautiously  that,  in  the  first  instance,  Steele  was  not  allowed  to 
know  who  were  his  associates.  He  observed  this  caution  afterwards  ; 
for,  although  Graham  was  determined  on  investing,  but  without  any 
Appearance  of  his  having  money  to  do  it  with,  Mather,  in  the  contract 
of  purchase  between  himself,  Steele  and  Graham,  entered  into  before 
the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  was  bought,  consented  to  describe  Gra- 
ham as  entitled  to  one-third  when  his  actual  interest  was  only  one- 
ninth,  and  entirely  to  hide  Schell  from  this  transaction.  He  received 
the  successful  Graham  returning  from  his  mission  to  Minnesota  at 
New  York,  and  thence  Graham  came  on  to  Washington  to  accompany 
Hr.  Heiskell  to  Minnesota.  In  the  meantime  he  had  sought  and  ob- 
tained from  the  Secretary  of  War  the  kindred  appointment  for  the- 
^umination  and  sale  of  Fort  Bipley.     He  was  present  at  St.  Paul 
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consulting  with  Steele  and  Graham  in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  the 
Fort  Snelling  reservation,  while  seeming  only  to  he  on  his  oflBcial  way 
to  Fort  Ripley.  He  returned  from  Fort  Ripley  in  time  to  be  present 
at  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling.  He  even  wrote  the  first  agreement  for 
this  object  with  his  own  name  and  interest  carefully  kept  out  of  sight, 
before  Mr.  Heiskell  commenced  using  the  **  quire  of  paper"  he  after- 
wards applied  to  the  same  object.  He  furnished  all  the  money  to 
be  paid  into  the  treasury.  And,  having  received  on  the  10th  day  of 
July,  on  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  $475  for  this  brief 
season  of  public  service,  he  was  able  to  telegraph  to  Mr.  Steele  that 
the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  was  confirmed ;  while  the 
Hon.  Robert  Smith  was,  almost  at  the  same  moment,  at  the  door  of 
the  department,  protesting  that  it  was  impossible  such  a  sale  had  been 
made,  because  no  one  had  ever  heard  of  it. 

The  legal  result  is  that  Mather's  connexion  with  the  sale  of  the 
Fort  Snelling  reservation  taints  the  whole  transaction.  His  own 
interest  is  wholly  defeated  by  his  complicity  in  it,  in  bad  faith  of  his 
official  duty.  Schell's  interest,  for  the  same  reason,  is  invalid,  because 
he  has  permitted  Mather  to  be  his  agent  and  representative.  It  cannot 
be  doubted  that  the  other  purchasers  had  a  knowledge  of  Mather's 
official  authority. 

There  seems  but  one  means  of  public  and  private  justice  on  an  occa- 
sion like  this,  not  for  the  sake  of  money,  for  to  the  public  this  transaction 
is  inconsiderable,  but  to  chastise  so  much  incompetence  and  indecency 
in  office,  and  make  all  official  transactions  intelligent,  equal,  and 
honest ;  and  that  means  is  to  vacate  the  whole  sale,  repaying  to  the 
purchasing  association  its  principal  and  interest. 

The  committee  has  thus  discharged  its  duty,  an  unpleasant  one,  in 
reference  to  the  subjects  committed  to  its  examination  by  the  House, 
and  respectfully  submits  for  its  consideration  the  accompanying  resoln- 
tion: 

Jiesolvedy  1.  That  the  sale  of  the  military  post  of  Fort  Snelling  anA 
so  much  of  the  reservation  attached  to  it  as  was  necessary  for  military 
purposes,  made  on  the  6th  day  of  June,  1857,  under  the  authority  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  the  same  being  then  and  now  retained  under  the 
authority  of  that  department  because  necessary  for  military  purposes, 
was  without  authority  of  law. 

2.  That  said  sale  was  made  by  the  Secretary  of  War  notwithstand- 
ing his  knowledge  of  the  official  opinions  of  his  predecessor,  the  Hon. 
Jefferson  Davis,  and  of  other  officers  in  superior  military  com- 
mand to  the  contrary,  without  consulting  with,  without  the  ad- 
vice, and  without  the  knowledge  of  any  officer  in  the  service  of  anr 
rank,  leaving  the  question  of  the  retention  of  that  post  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  commissioners  appointed  to  make  the  sale,  and  that  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  War  was  a  grave  official  fauU. 

3.  That  with  a  knowledge  of  the  great  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling 
post  and  reservation,  and  the  importance  of  great  caution  and  judg- 
ment in  making  the  sale,  the  Secretary  of  War  appointed  as  agents 
for  the  purpose  unqualified,  inexperienced,  and  incompetent  men. 

4.  That  provision  for  and  management  of  the  sale  were  so  negli' 
gently,  carelessly,  and  injudiciously  made,  as  to  induce  a  successfc 
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combination  against  the  gorernment,  exclude  all  competition,  and 
bring  loss  on  the  government. 

5.  That  John  C.  Mather,  a^ent  of  the  Department  of  War  for 
the  examination  and  sale  of  the  Fort  Ripley  reservation,  after  hav- 
ing already  joined  a  combination  for  the  purchase  of  the  Fort  Snell- 
ing  reservation,  acted,  in  making  such  purchase,  in  violation  of  his 
official  duty,  and  against  the  known  policy  of  the  government,  and 
that,  as  to  him  and  Richard  Schell,  represented  by  him  as  agent,  and 
Steele  and  Graham,  who  were  complicated  in  the  sale  with  him,  with 
a  full  knowledge  of  this  official  character,  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling 
reservation  was  at  the  time  and  is  now  void. 


All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 


JOHN  U.  PETTIT, 
J.  S.  MORRILL. 


The  undersigned  concurs  in  the  conclusions  of  the  foregoing  report, 
but  not  in  all  the  reasoning,  arguments,  or  forms  of  expression,  by 
which  they  were  arrived  at. 

I.  N.  MORRIS. 
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Hb.  Bubnsit,  from  the  Select  Committee^  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Faulenki 
and  himself,  the  minority  of  the  Committee,  submitted  the  follow- 
ing, prepared  by  Mr.  Faui£NEB,  as  their 

REPORT. 

TJie  undersigned^  a  minority  of  the  Sdect  Committee  charged  with  the 
duty  of  ''  investigating  aU  the  facta  and  circumstances  connected  with 
the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Sndling^  the  manner  in 
which  said  sale  was  madsy  to  whom  made^  the  consideraiion  paid,  ihe 
terms  of  payment,  whether  the  price  paid  or  agreed  to  be  paid  xbos 
adequate  or  not,  and  whether  the  said  reserve,  at  the  time  of  sale,  was 
longer  wanted  for  the  public  service,"  have,  according  to  order,  had 
ihe  same  under  consideraiion,  and  dissenting,  as  they  most  deddetSg 
do,  from  the  conclusions  of  the  mqjority,  respectfully  submit  the 
foUowing  as  their  report  in  the  case : 

The  undersigned  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  the  duty  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  House  with  no  impressions  unfavorable  to  the 
transaction  which  was  made  the  subject  of  this  investigation,  and  yet, 
with  a  fixed  determination  to  exhibit  to  public  reprobation  every  act 
or  motive  of  action  within  the  scope  of  their  inquiry,  which  might  be 
found  worthy  of  just  condemnation.  They  were,  indeed,  aware  of  the 
clamorand  denunciation  which  had  followed  theezecutionof  theooDtract 
of  sale,  during  the  past  summer  and  fall,  and  of  the  harsh  imputatioiu 
which  were  then  cast  upon  the  Secretary  of  War,  but  it  required  but  little 
discernment  to  detect  in  this  concentrated  bitterness  of  the  opposition 
press,  the  ravings  of  the  disappointed  speculator,  and  the  frantic  exag- 
gerations of  the  political  partizan.  Knowing  that  the  sale  of  a  mih- 
tary  reservation  could  only  be  conducted  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 
under  the  direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  aided  by  the 
advice  of  his  cabinet ;  that  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  connected 
with  such  sale  could  at  any  moment  be  brought  under  the  scrutiny  of 
the  public  judgment ;  and  that  sufficient  motive  would  at  all  times 
exist  for  exposure,  if  there  was  anything  improper  in  it,  ordinary 
probability  would  alone  have  cast  discredit  upon  most  of  the  absurd 
calumnies  which  so  freely  found  currency  in  a  prostituted  press. 
Still,  as  there  is  at  all  times  a  possibility  that  corruption  may  creep 
into  the  operations  of  government,  and  as  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
good  citizen  to  guard  arainst  the  evils  incident  to  the  abase  of 

g>wer,  and  to  repel  with  unceasing  vigilance  every  tendency  to 
voritism  and  corruption^  the  undersigned  entered  upon  the  taak 
imposed  upon  them  with  a  purpose,  distinctly  announced,  of  exposing 
whatever  had  the  slightest  taint  of  official  impurity  in  the  transac- 
tion referred  to  their  examination.  They  felt  no  dissatisfaction  at  the 
£Etct  that  a  majority  of  the  committee  with  whom  they  were  called 


upon  to  act  were  politically  arrayed  against  the  leading  policy  of  the 
government,  and  might,  in  addition  to  their  sense  of  public  duty,  feel 
stimulated  by  the  rare  gratification  of  discerning  something  worthy  of 
condemnation  in  the  official  conduct  of  an  administration  to  which 
they  were  opposed.     The  President  or  Secretary  of  War,  who  cannot 
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8,  in  tbe  ordinary  discbarge  of  bis  official  duties,  unscathed  tbrongb 
fiercest  ordeal  of  bis  political  foes,  is  scarcely  worthy  of  his  exal^ 
don.  The  undersigned  were,  therefore,  prepared  to  go  as  far  as 
most  malignant  enemy  of  those  distinguished  functionaries  could 
ire,  in  affording  all  facilities  to  ferret  out  and  expose  eyery  act  in- 
sistent with  the  pure  and  upright  administration  of  the  public  in- 
»t8.  Accordingly,  the  most  unumited  range  of  inquiry  was  asserted 
tbe  majority,  and  most  cheerfully  acquiesced  in  by  the  minority, 
sry  witness  whose  testimony  was  deemed  upon  any  point  desirable^ 
matter  bow  distant,  and  no  matter  at  what  expense,  was  promptly 
ipoenaed.  A  latitude  of  examination  which  would  not  be  tolerated 
any  of  the  ordinary  judicial  tribunals  of  the  county,  was  sub- 
;tea  to  without  exception.  Every  call  upon  the  War  Department, 
matter  how  irreleyant^  was  promptly  acceded  to.  Not  a  resolu- 
1,  not  a  motion,  not  a  suggestion,  was  presented  by  any  one  of  the 
jority,  during  our  protradied  sittings,  that  met  with  the  slightest 
>08ition.  If  we  have,  therefore,  failed  to  discover  anything  in  this 
nsaction  worthy  of  condemnation,  it  has  not  been  from  want  of  the 
st  searching  and  probing  investigation,  to  which  any  official  act  has 
r  l>een  subjeeted,  probably  in  the  history  of  this  government, 
nie  proceedings  of  the  committee,  with  all  the  documentary  and 
1  evidence  upon  which  the  reports  are  founded,  are  now  submitted 
bhe  House.  That  record  is  before  the  country,  and  will  speak  for 
df.  The  committee  was  in  session  during  a  period  of  three  months, 
1  fifty-two  witnesses  were  examined,  at  a  cost  to  the  government  of 
1,830  26  for  the  item  of  witnesses'  attendance  only, 
^hen  the  Hon.  Robert  Sboth,  of  Illinois,  on  the  4th  of  January 
t,  submitted  his  resolution  asking  this  committee  of  investigation 
0  the  facts  and  circumstances  connected  with  the  recent  sale  of  Fort 
filing,  it  was  at  that  time  supposed,  that  he  meant  to  give  counten- 
)e  and  credibility  to  those  gross  imputations  which  had  been  cast 
ough  the  partisan  press  upon  the  integrity  and  honor  of  the  Secre- 
y  of  War.  In  this  spirit  it  was  met  in  the  House  and  defiantly 
irted  by  the  friends  of  that  distinguished  functionary.  It  was,, 
refore,  not  without  surprise,  mingl^  with  a  high  degree  of  pleas* 
I,  that  the  honorable  gentleman  was  heard  to  announce  from  his 
t,  on  the  16th  of  the  same  month,  the  following  frank  and  emphatic 
avowal  of  any  such  object  in  asking  for  his  resolution  of  inquiry  : 
'  I  did  not,  and  the  resolution  does  not,  cast  any  imputation  upon 
f  gentleman.  I  feel  it  due  to  myself  to  say  that  I  know  a  good  aeal 
mt  the  matter,  and  I  have  signified  to  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
,  when  organized,  I  would  appear  before  them  at  any  time  they 
ght  designate  and  tell  my  story  ;  but  I  have  never  said,  and  do  not 
w  say,  that  the  Secretary  of  War  did  anything  wrong  in  the  matter, 
epeat,  that  I  do  not  charge,  by  implication  or  otherwise,  anything 
mg  in  the  Secretary  of  War.  I  protest  that  it  is  not  a  legitimate 
luction  from  the  resolution  that  there  is  any  fraud  charged  upon 
lone.'" 

[n  like  manner,  when  brought  before  the  committee  as  a  witness,  he 
claimed,  in  the  most  emphatic  terms,  '^any  knowledge  of  fraud  upon 
J  part  of  seller  or  purchaser,  or  anybody  else." — (Question  2,669.) 
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We  may  here  dismiss  this  aspect  of  the  subject,  by  stating  that  there 
is  not  one  word  or  syllable  in  this  whole  mass  of  testimony  wbich 
casts  the  very  slightest  imputation  upon  the  fairness,  the  impartiality, 
or  integrity  of  the  Secretary  of  War.     Witnesses  have  differed  from 
him  in  the  opinion  upon  which  he  acted  in  abandoning  Fort  Snelling 
as  a  site  no  longer  useful  for  military  purposes  ;  some  have  criticised 
his  selection  of  agents  as  not  being  the  most  shrewd  and  sagacious 
that  might  have  l^n  employed,  and  others  have  regarded  the  price 
at  which  the  property  was  sold  as  below  its  just  value ;  but  no  fact  has 
been  brought  forward,  no  charge  has  been  exhibited,  no  opinion  has 
been  expressed^  no  innuendo  has  been  hazarded,  in  any  form,  or  with 
any  qualification,  reflecting  upon  the  purity  and  disinterestedness  of 
the  personal  and  official  connexion  of  the  Secretary  of  War  with  the 
transaction  under  consideration. 

Committees  of  investigation  by  the  authority  of  Congress  are 
amongst  the  most  valuable  instrumentalities  of  public  justice,  where 
they  nave  some  practical  and  constitutional  object  in  view.  They 
should  not,  however,  be  ordered  except  as  the  means  of  attaining  in- 
formation preliminary  to  some  proposed  action,  within  the  clear  and 
recognized  authority  of  the  House.  When  a  member  or  officer  of  the 
body  is  charged  with  an  offence  which,  if  ascertained  to  be  true,  wonld 
subject  him  to  expulsion,  removal,  or  some  other  punishment  within 
the  scope  of  our  authority  ;  when  a  high  functionary  of  the  govern- 
ment is  charged  with  official  delinquency  under  such  circumstances 
of  criminality  as  might  lead  to  the  exhibition  of  articles  of  impeach- 
ment against  him,  we  all  recognize  the  propriety  of  such  on  inquiry, 
preliminary  to  our  action.  But  it  can  scarcely  be  regarded  as  con- 
sistent with  the  dignity  of  the  House,  or  falling  within  its  appropriate 
jurisdiction,  in  the  face  of  all  disclaimers  of  fraud,  corruption  or 
official  guilt,  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  fact  whether  a  power  in 
its  nature  executive,  and  clearly  conferred  by  law,  has  been  discretly 
and  judiciously  exercised  by  the  President,  or  the  agents  selected  by 
him/  Such  inquiries  may  gratify  an  idle  and  malignant  curiosity, 
but  can  lead  to  no  practical  action  by  this  House.  They  present,  from 
their  character,  a  mere  mass  of  discordant  and  conflicting  opinion ; 
they  assume  jurisdiction  over  questions  in  their  nature  purely  executive 
or  judicial,  and  they  assail  the  true  theory  of  our  government  by 
substituting  the  opinion  of  this  body  for  the  judgment  of  those,  in 
whom  the  Constitution  and  laws  have  vested  the  decision  of  the  point 
at  issue. 

We  had  hoped  that  upon  a  calm  and  impartial  review  of  the 
ovidenoe  there  would  have  been  in  the  committee  no  dissent  as  to  the 
fair  and  just  conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  it.  If  this  inquiry  had 
been  suggestive  of  any  mode  of  disposing  of  the  military  sites  better 
adapted  to  advance  the  public  interests  than  the  mode  adopted  in  the 

E resent  case  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  any  prqjei  of  such  a  bill 
ad  been  submitted,  we  should  doubtless  most  cheerfully  have  con- 
curred in  it.  Such  would  be  the  only  fruit,  if  any,  that  could  be 
legitimately  gathered  from  an  investigation  like  the  present.  In  the 
mass  of  discordant  testimony  which  has  been  elicited  by  a  transaction 
which  has  been  so  fruitful  a  theme  of  newspaper  denunciation,  and 
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which  has  so  keenly  elicited  the  passions  and  cupidity  of  disappointed 
land  agents,  it  was  not  to  he  supposed  that  material  enough  might 
not  be  culled  from  the  partial  opinions  of  a  portion  of  the  witnesses 
apon  which  a  report  might  he  framed  ingeniously  assailing  the 
official  judgment  and  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  War ;  yet,  in  the 
absence  of  all  corrupt,  selfish,  and  improper  motives  of  action  in  that 
officer,  it  was  hoped  that  these  opinions  would  have  been  estimated 
at  no  more  than  their  true  worth,  and  especially,  when  they  are 
outweighed  upon  every  material  point  by  the  great  body  of  the 
evidence  accompanying  this  report.  It  was  not  until  our  meeting 
subsequent  to  the  close  of  the  testimony  that  we  ascertained  with  cer- 
tainty that  such  would  not  be  the  course  of  the  committee.  We  con- 
fess we  have  heard  the  report  of  the  majority  with  surprise.  We  are 
prepared  to  concede  the  skill  and  ability  with  which  it  is  framed,  yet 
we  regard  it  partial  in  its  view  of  the  subject,  and  its  conclusions 
based  upon  the  least  reliable  evidence  in  the  record.  Scarcely  an 
allusion  is  made  in  their  report  to  that  great  body  of  testimony  which 
overthrows  every  condemnatory  position  which  it  has  assumed.  This 
course  of  the  majority  has  thrown  upon  us  the  necessity  of  a  full  and 
elaborate  review  of  the  whole  case.  Both  reports  will  be  before  the 
country,  and  we  are  prepared  to  stand  upon  the  fairness  of  our  state- 
ment of  facts,  and  the  soundness  of  our  conclusions,  as  drawn  from  these 
facts.  If  no  other  benefit  shall  be  derived  from  the  large  expenditure 
of  public  money  caused  by  this  investigation,  it  may  at  least  present 
a  salutary  admonition  to  the  American  people  to  guard  their  minds 
against  that  spirit  of  calumny  and  detraction  which  is  ever  ready  to 
ascribe  the  worst  motive  and  the  worst  conduct  to  a  political  oppo- 
nent ;  and  to  pause,  before  they  permit  their  impressions  of  a  public 
functionary  to  be  controlled  by  the  shrieks  of  disappointed  speculators, 
when  the  very  ofience  so  loudly  charged,  may  have  been  a  nrm,  faith- 
ful, and  successful  effort  to  defeat  illegal  combinations,  and  to  protect 
the  public  interests  from  sacrifice. 

Before  proceeding  to  present  an  analysis  of  the  evidence  embodied 
in  this  report,  some  preliminary  observations  are  essential  to  a  just 
comprehension  of  the  subject  embraced  in  this  inquiry. 

Military  reservations. 

Reservations  are  portions  of  land  severed  from  the  mass  of  the  public 
domain  and  appropriated  by  law  to  some  specific  public  use.  These  public 
uses  are  various.  Those  designed  as  sites  for  the  construction  of  forts, 
arsenals,  and  armories,  with  the  grounds  appurtenant  thereto  for  the 
supply  of  water,  fuel,  forage,  &c.,  are  termed  military  reservations. 

In  general  the  decision  as  to  the  quantity  of  land  to  be  reserved  for 
such  public  use,  and  the  places  where  to  be  located,  rests  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  President,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  Congress  may, 
from  time  to  time,  prescribe. 

When  land  is  thus  appropriated  it  is  withdrawn  from  the  control 
and  supervision  of  the  General  Land  Office.  No  power  exists  in  that 
department  to  make  sale  of  it.  No  right  exists  in  a  State  even,  in 
whose  jurisdiction  it  lies,  to  condemn  it  for  public  purposes,  making 
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jtut  compensation  for  tbe  same.  It  is  not  subject  to  entrj,  nor  to  ihe 
right  of  pre-emption.  No  title,  in  opposition  to  the  government,  can 
be  acquired  in  it,  and  eyery  person,  whether  a  citizen  or  a  stranger,  who 
without  permission  enters  upon  it  for  the  purpose  of  settlement  or 
occupation,  is  a  trespasser,  and  may  be  removed  by  the  judicial,  and, 
if  n«Bd  be,  by  the  military  force  of  the  government. 

The  United  States  has  its  military  sites  in  every  section  of  the  con- 
federacy ;  in  the  old  States,  as  well  as  in  the  new.  But  those  lar^e 
military  reservations  which  occasionally  appear  so  conspicuonsly  in 
our  legislative  history,  have  usually  been  parcelled  out  from  the  public 
domain  at  some  point  beyond,  or  upon  the  verge  of,  our  frontier  set- 
tlements, where  posts  are  erected  and  troops  stationed  for  the  protection 
of  the  early  settlers  against  the  aggressions  of  their  savage  neighbors. 
The  rapid  flow  of  our  population, ''  which,  like  the  Pontic  sea,know( 
no  ebb  ;"  the  extinction  of  the  Indian  title ;  the  retreat  of  the  natiy( 
tribes  still  further  into  the  great  central  wilderness,  soon  changes  the 
character  of  thesie  sites  from  frontier  to  interior  posts,  surrounded  bj 
a  thrifty  and  numerous  agricultural  people,  and  useless  for  all  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  originally  established.  They  are  con- 
sequently abandoned,  and  new  posts  planted  on  the  ever  changing 
boundaries  of  western  civilization.  A  sketch  of  the  establishment 
and  removal  of  our  military  posts  would  present  an  accurate  historj 
of  the  progress  of  population  and  settlement  from  the  Allegban; 
to  the  Rocky  mountains. 

Notwithstanding  the  cessation  of  the  purposes  for  which  these  tracts 
of  land  were  set  apart,  and  even  their  abandonment  for  all  military 
purposes  by  the  government,  yet,  having  been  appropriated  for  a  spe- 
cific object  by  law,  no  authority  short  of  Congress  could  restore  them 
to  a  condition  to  pass  into  the  mass  of  the  private  property  of  the 
country.  To  provide  a  remedy  for  this  inconvenience  a  law  was  passed 
by  Congress  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  1819,  and  which  may  be  seen 
by  reference  to  3d  volume  Statutes  at  Lar^e,  pa^  520.     It  provides: 

^^  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized,  under 
the  direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  cause  to  be  sold 
such  military  sites  belonging  to  ihe  United  States  as  may  have  been 
found,  or  become,  useless  for  military  purposes." 

The  authority  to  sell,  under  the  laneuage  of  this  act,  was  construed 
by  the  President,  with  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  General,  to  extend 
only  to  such  military  sites  as  belonged  to  the  United  States  at  the  date 
of  the  law,  and  as  conferring  no  authority  to  sell  such  as  were  appro- 
priated and  reserved  since  its  date.  In'  consequence  of  this  want  of 
authority  many  sites  that  might,  with  greatudvantage  to  the  country, 
have  been  sold  and  opened  to  cultivation  and  improvement,  were  con- 
tinued in  the  possession  of  the  government,  subjecting  Congress  to  im- 
portunate applications  for  the  passage  of  special  acts  for  the  sale  of  some 
particular  reservation  sought  to  be  brought  into  market.  In  all  these 
efforts  at  special  legislation  a  struggle  naturally  ensued  between  those 
who  represented  the  local  interests  of  the  territory,  and  those  who 
represented  the  interests  of  the  treasury — the  object  of  the  first  being 
to  bring  the  reserves  under  the  operation  of  the  general  land  system, 
which  would  subject  them  to  pre-emption  and  public  sale,  and  secure 
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their  disposal  at  the  minimnm  prioe  of  one  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
acre ;  whilst  the  more  special  friends  of  the  public  treasury,  denying 
the  just  application  of  the  pre-emptive  principle  to  such  locations, 
contending  that  their  value  far  exceeded  the  wild  and  frontier  lands, 
and  that  this  special  value  had  been  imparted  to  them  by  the  expen- 
ditures of  the  government  and  the  protection  given  to  the  settlers 
around  them,  maintained,  that  they  snould  be  sold  in  such  manner, 
at  public  or  nrivate  sale,  as  would  best  secure  a  fair  price  for  them 
and  best  inaemnify  the  government  for  the  money  expended  upon 
them.  It  is  needless  to  say  that,  in  all  these  acts  of  special  legisla- 
tion, the  interest  of  the  treasury  was  made  to  yield  to  the  impor- 
tunities of  the  local  application. 

In  November,  1854^  General  Jesup,  quartermaster  general,  thus 
calls  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  this  subject : 

''  In  connexion  with  this  subject  it  may  be  proper  to  remark,  that 
there  are  many  sites  no  longer  necessary  for  military  purposes,  which 
have  become  very  valuable  in  consequence  of  the  expenditures  of  the 
government  and  the  protection  given  to  settlers  in  their  neighborhood, 
which,  if  sold  for  their  full  value,  would  supply  a  fund  sufficient,  or 
nearly  so,  for  all  new  frontier  improvements.     The  Secretary  of  War 
has  probably  now  authority  to  sell  these  sites  ;  but  whether  so  or  not, 
a  modification  of  the  law  for  their  sale,  so  as  to  authorize  the  fixing 
of  a  minimum  something  like  their  intrinsic  value,  below  which  no 
sale  shall  take  effect  or  be  considered  legal,  is  required  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  public  interests.     The  reserves  at  Fort  Howard,  Fart 
SneUingj  Fort  Crawford,  and  Bock  Island,  should  it  not  be  made  a 
military  depot,  if  sold  for  anything  like  their  value,  would  bring  into 
the  treasury  more  than  a  million  of  dollars.     Without  such  a  modifi- 
cation of  the  law  iJiere  ia  great  danger,  shcnild  these  valuaile  lands  be 
offered  for  saley  that  unprincipled  and  lawless  specukUors  xoUl  oombiney 
andy  by  threats  of  violence,  intimidate  honest  and  pea>ceable  citizens 
from  bidding  for  {hem,  and  thus  secure  for  themselves  and  their  oonr 
federates  the  whole  of  them  at  the  minimum  price  of  the  government  for 
its  wHd  lands.'' 

These  suggestions  of  General  Jesup  were  made  more  than  two 
years  after  the  passage  of  the  law  reducing  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve 
to  its  present  limits,  and  it  shows  that,  as  early  as  1854,  he  contem- 
plated the  sale  of  that  tract,  together  with  the  other  military  reserva- 
tions named ;  all  of  which,  it  is  believed,  have  since  been  either 
actually  sold,  or  remain  in  possession  of  the  government  after  unsuc- 
cessful efforts  to  effect  their  sale. 

Hon.  Jefferson  Davis,  then  Secretary  of  War,  in  his  annual  report 
of  December  14,  1854,  endorses  the  suggestions  of  General  Jesup, 
and  thus  recommends  the  subject  to  the  favorable  consideration  of 
Oongress  : 

''I  have  to  ask  attention  to  the  necessity  for  further  legislation  for 
the  sale  of  useless  military  sites.  According  to  the  construction 
yhich  has  been  given  to  the  acts  upon  this  subject,  and  which,  though 
its  correctness  has  been  doubted,  must  be  regarded  as  settled  by  the 
practice  of  the  department,  the  act  of  March  3,  1819,  applies  only  to 
military  sites  then  held ;  and  that  of  April  28,  1828,  only  to  lands 
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'  conveyed  to'  the  United  States  for  forts,  &c.  According  to  these 
views  there  is  no  provision  for  the  sale  of  lands  which,  since  the  3d 
of  March,  1819,  have  heen  reserved  from  the  public  domain  for 
military  purposes,  and  I  therefore  recommend  that  the  provisions  of 
the  acts  giving  authority  to  sell  useless  military  sites  be  extended  to 
embrace  those  reservations. 

^^  Many  reservations  around  military  posts,  originally  established 
on^he  frontier,  and  now  rendered  useless  by  the  advance  of  popula- 
tion, have  acquired  great  value,  not  only  from  the  rise  in  the  price  of 
lands  in  such  localities,  but  from  improvements  put  upon  them  by  the 
labor  of  the  troops,  or  at  the  public  expense.  In  disposing  at  public 
sale  of  some  of  these,  which  came  within  the  act  of  1819,  it  was  found 
that  the  bids  were  far  below  the  fair  market  value  of  the  land;  a 
result  which  has  been  attributed,  no  doubt  correctly,  to  combinations 
among  the  bidders.  I  concur  with  the  Quartermaster  General  in  the 
opinion  that  similar  results  can  be  prevented  in  future  only  by  estab- 
lishing a  minimum  price,  below  which  the  land  shall  not  be  sold ;  and 
I  recommend  that  provision  be  made  for  this  purpose  in  any  act  that 
may  be  passed  on  the  subject." 

Similar  recommendations  were  repeated  by  the  Secretary  of  War  in 
each  of  his  succeeding  annual  reports  up  to  the  close  of  his  adminis- 
tration, which  were  finally  acted  upon  by  the  passage,  on  the  3d  of 
March,  1857,  of  the  following  supplementary  law : 

*^Beit  further  enadedj  That  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved 
March  3,  1819,  entitled  ^  An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  certain  mili- 
tary sites '  be^  and  they  are  hereby,  extended  to  all  military  siteSj  or  to 
such  parts  thereof,  which  are  or  may  become  useless  for  military  pur- 
poses." 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  as  commander-in-chief  of  the 
armv,  has  the  unquestioned  rights  independent  of  legislation,  to  occupy 
or  abandon  any  post  according  to  his  judgment  of  the  military  neces- 
sities of  the  country.  The  legislation  of  Congress  was,  however, 
essential  to  confer  an  authority  to  make  sale  of  a  site  which,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  constitutional  functions,  the  President  should  deem  no 
longer  necessary  for  the  public  defence.  That  authority  is  in  clear 
and  explicit  terms,  by  these  enactments,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
War,  acting  under  the  direction  and  control  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  The  power  is  full,  absolute,  and  unconditional ;  and, 
when  exercised,  a  perfect  title  is  transmitted  from  the  government 
to  the  purchaser.  Cases  may  possibly  hereafter  arise  of  fraud  upon 
the  government  sufficient  to  justify  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  coun- 
try in  annulling  the  sale ;  but  it  is  difficult  to  imagine  a  possible 
contingency  in  which  the  legislative  department  of  the  government 
can  with  any  constitutional  propriety  interfere  with  rights  derived 
under  such  a  contract. 

Fort  SneUing 

Shortly  after  the  acquisition  of  Louisiana,  and  during  the  adminis- 
tration of  Mr.  Jefferson,  the  attention  of  the  War  Department  wa< 
directed  to  the  establishment  of  several  military  sites  on  the  Missifi- 
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gippi  river.  In  pursuance  of  this  object,  Lieutenant,  afterwards  Gen- 
eral Pike,  was  detailed  by  General  Wilkinson  to  make  the  necessary 
explorations  and  purchases  from  the  Indians  then  occupying  that 
country.  On  the  23d  of  September,  1805,  he  effected  a  treaty  with 
the  Sroux,  by  which  they  relinquished  to  the  United  States,  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  the  land  at  the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  the 
St.  Peter's,  since  called  the  Minnesota  river,  commencing  below  the 
junction  of  those  rivers,  and  extending  nine  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Mississippi,  and  including  the  Falls  of  St.  Anthony. — (See  2d  volume 
of  Executive  Journal  of  the  Senate,  pages  76,  77,  and  80.) — Notwith- 
standing this  early  indication  of  tne  policy  of  the  government  no 
movement  was  made  towards  its  occupancy  as  a  military  post  until 
a  much  later  period.  In  the  fall  of  1818  Mr.  Calhoun,  then  Secretary 
of  War,  decided  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to  secure  to  our  country 
the  advantages  of  the  Indian  trade,  and  to  keep  in  check  the  numer- 
ous and  powerful  tribes  of  Sioux  and  Chippewas,  which  inhabited 
that  section  of  our  country,  and  who  were  already  beginning  to  give 
indications  of  hostile  feeling  to  the  advancing  white  settlements. 
Accordingly,  in  the  spring  of  1819,  Colonel,  afterwards  General  Leaven- 
worth, was  sent  with  the  5th  regiment  of  infantry  to  occupy  the  site 
at  the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  St.  Peter's  river,  where  he 
placed  his  command  in  huts,  and  constructed  stockade  defences. 
Colonel  Snelling  having  succeeded  him  in  command,  erected  works  of 
a  more  permanent  character,  which,  when  completed,  were  then  and 
have  since  been  called  by  his  name. 

From  that  period  Fort  Snelling  continued  a  military  post  of  some 
importance  until  1851,  when,  by  the  well  known  treaties  of  Traverse 
des  Sioux  and  Mendota,  the  Indian  title  was  extinguished  to  that  im- 
meose  body  of  land  west  of  the  Mississippi  river,  extending  over  four 
degrees  of  latitude  and  five  of  longitude,  and  covering  a  superficial 
area  of  forty-five  thousand  square  miles.  As  a  consequence  of  this 
purchase,  the  Indians  removed  to  smaller  reservations  in  the  northern 
and  western  portions  of  that  Territory.  Prior  to  the  ratification  of 
those  treaties  there  were  but  five  organized  counties  in  Minnesota ; 
now  there  are  upwards  of  forty  counties,  and  this  growing  repub- 
lic is  asking  admission  as  one  of  the  States  of  this  confederacy^ 
claiming  to  have  a  population  of  near  300,000,  and  claiming  to  be 
entitled  to  three  members  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives.  Almost 
the  whole  of  this  hardy  and  enterprising  population  is  north  and  west 
of  Fort  Snelling,  between  that  and  the  Indian  population.  Since 
the  treaty  of  1851,  Fort  Snelling  has  becdme  utterly  useless  as  a  post 
of  defence,  whilst,  as  a  substitute  to  accomplish  the  purposes  for 
^hich  it  had  been  so  many  years  used.  Fort  Ripley  was  established, 
about  120  miles  north  of  it,  on  the  Mississippi,  and  Fort  Bidgely^ 
130  miles  west  of  it,  on  the  Minnesota. 

No  sooner  did  the  torrent  of  emigration  begin  to  flow  into  Minnesota, 
invited  by  the  extinction  of  the  Indian  title  and  stimulated  by  the 
liberal  policy  of  the  government,  authorizing  settlements  and  pre- 
emption rights,  even  in  advance  of  any  survey  made  by  government^ 
'When  the  public  mind,  impressed  with  the  further  inutility  of  Fort 
Snelling  as  a  military  post^  invoked  the  legislation  of  Congress  to  re* 
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dace  the  bounds  of  that  reservation,  and  to  bring  the  largest  portion 
of  it  into  market. 

The  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  as  held  by  the  government  until  a 
very  recent  period,  embraced  between  thirty-three  and  thirty-four 
thousand  acres  of  land. 

By  an  act  of  Congress  passed  on  the  26th  of  August,  1852,  the 
reserve  was  reduced  in  quantity,  and  its  new  boundaries  defined. 
Twenty-six  thousand  and  twenty-three  acres  were  severed  from  it, 
which  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  was  required  to 
have  surveyed  and  sold  at  public  auction,  under  the  direction  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  The  portion  thus  cut  off  embraced 
some  government  buildings,  worth  $5,000 ;   the  magnificent  water 

Siwer  of  St.  Anthony's  Falls ;  the  sites  of  the  cities  of  Mendota  and 
ineapolis,  and  a  soil  for  agricultural  beauty  and  productiveness  not 
surpassed  by  any  in  the  northwest. 

A  sale  of  a  portion  of  the  land  thus  separated  from  that  reserve,  to 
wit :  five  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty-two  acres,  lying  in  what 
is  called  the  Stillwater  district,  was  made  on  the  11th  day  of  Septem- 
ber, 1864,  at  public  auction,  after  having  been  advertised  for  six  months 
in  all  the  leading  papers  of  the  northwest,  and  brought  $1  25  per 
acre;  not  a  single  acre  having  been  sold  for  one  cent  more  than 
the  minimum  price  of  public  lands. — (See  Appendix,  pages  35,  36, 
and  37.) 

The  residue  of  it,  twenty  thousand  six  hundred  and  sixty-one  acres, 
was  sold  in  1855  ;  not  one  acre  having  been  disposed  of  at  a  higher 
price  than  |1  25  per  acre. — (See  Appendix,  pages  28  to  34.)  I^me 
of  this  land  has  since  sold  for  six  and  even  $10,000  an  acre,  and 
vet  we  have  heard  no  complaint  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  price  received 
by  the  government,  although  it  yielded  but  |1  25  an  acre,  and 
although  some  of  those  who  have  been  most  active  in  stirring  np 
discontent  at  the  Fort  Snelling  sale  were  among  the  largest  bene- 
ficiaries of  this  liberal  policy  of  the  government. 

There  then  remained  of  the  original  reservation  about  seven  thou- 
sand five  hundred  acres,  situated  at  the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi 
and  Minnesota  rivers,  upon  which  stood  the  barracks,  hospital,  ofBioen' 
quarters,  and  other  buildings  erected  by  the  government.  These 
buildings  had  been  erected  some  thirty  years  before,  were  put  up  in  a 
rude  and  imperfect  manner,  some  of  them  were  in  a  state  of  dilapid*- 
tion  and  decay,  and  if  held  by  the  government  would  have  oontinaed 
an  annual  burden  upoa  the  treasury  for  repairs. 

The  Sale. 

The  majority  of  the  committee  in  their  report  present  with  gnat 
prominence  the  fact  that  in  April,  1856,  upon  an  application  hsing 
made  to  Secretary  Davis  for  the  purchase  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserre, 
he  declined  to  entertain  the  proposition,  upon  the  ground  that  it  was 
''  still  needed  for  military  purposes^"  and  they  contrast  the  opinion 
and  decision  of  that  eminent  statesman  with  the  course  pursued  bf 
the  present  Secretary  of  War  in  the  disposal  of  the  same  property 
in  less  than  eighteen  months  thereafter.    For  the  opinion  of  General 


FORT  SNELLING  INVESTIGATION.  49 

Davis,  upon  all  civil  as  well  as  military  questions,  we  entertain  the 
highest  respect  and  deference  ;  but  he  has  not  furnished  us  with  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  based  his  military  judgment  in  the  particular 
case  alluded  to  It  is  more  than  probable  that  he  was  influenced  in 
that  decision  by  the  views  which  he  so  ably  presented  in  his  annual 
report  of  the  same  year,  in  which  he  sought  to  impress  upon  Congress 
the  necessity  of  a  radical  change  in  our  present  policy  of  locating  posts 
in  advance  of  settlement,  and  of  distributing  our  troops  in  small  de- 
tachments at  numerous  posts,  and  the  expediency  of  concentrating 
them  in  large  numbers  at  a  few  points,  from  whence  detachments  at 
a  favorable  season  of  the  year  might  be  sent  out  into  the  Indian  coun* 
try.  Had  Congress  adopted  his  suggestions,  there  would  have  been  so 
clear  and  obvious  a  propriety  in  his  conclusions,  as  to  the  retention  of 
Fort  Snelling,  that  no  one  succeeding  to  the  administration  of  that 
department  would  have  been  likely  to  have  departed  from  it.  But 
Congress  declined  then,  and  has  declined  since,  to  change  the  present 
policy,  which  has  become  sanctioned  by  various  acts  of  legislation  and 
by  the  concurrent  views  of  several  preceding  administrations.  The 
present  Secretary  acted,  as  will  hereafter  be  more  fully  shown,  upon  a 
military  policy  such  as  he  found  established  when  he  succeeded  to  the 
War  Department,  and  which  had  received  the  approval  of  Congress 
and  of  the  country  for  the  preceding  twenty  years. 

On  the  7th  of  April,  1857,  Hon.  Henry  M.  Rice,  at  that  time  dele- 
gate, and  now  a  senator  elect  from  Minnesota,  addressed  a  communi- 
cation  to  the  Secretary  of  War,   urging  upon  his  attention   the 
expediency  of  a  speedy  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation.     It  does 
not  appear  that  Mr.  Bice  had  any  interest  in  this  suggestion,  except 
such  as  might  properly  influence  him  as  the  representative  of  that 
Territory.      **  Large  reservations  (he  states)  were  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  the  citizens,  often  preventing  improvements  by  the  State, 
counties,  and  towns."     This  communication^  in  accordance  with  the 
usage  of  the  department,  was  referred  to  the  Quartermaster  General 
for  his  opinion.     General  Jesup  replied^  that  the  propriety  of  a  sale 
of  that  reserve  would  depend  upon  the  military  policy  to  be  hereafter 
adopted.     If  the  policy  then  existing  was  to  be  changed,  and  the 
troops  hereafter  concentrated  at  central  points,  where  they  can  be 
cheaply  supplied  when  not  in  the  fields  there  was  no  place  near  the 
northern  frontier  so  suitable  as  Fort  Snelling,  and  no  portion  of  the 
reservation  should  be  sold.     But  if  the  present  policy  of  posting  the 
troops  in  small  garrisons  was  to  continue,  then  a  quarter  section  of 
land^  with  the  buildings,  and  a  control  of  the  ferries,  would  be  suffi- 
cient for  a  mere  depot  of  supplies.     TTpon  a  full  consideration  of  the 
point,  the  Secretary  of  War  decided,  in  view  of  the  then  existing  and 
long  established  policy  of  the  government,  that  a  sale  of  the  reserve, 
or  certainly  a  large  portion  of  it,  should  be  made.     He  accordingly, 
in  the  same  month,  despatched  Major  Seth  Eastman,  an  active  and 
intelligent  officer  of  the  army,  who  had  resided  nine  years  at  that 
}X)6t,  with  instructions  to  survey  the  land  in  forty  acre  lots,  stating 
that  he  wished  it  so  surveyed  that  persons  of  small  means  might  have 
^n  opportunity  of  purchasing. — (See  answer  to  question  No.  1.) 
When  sufficient  time  had  elapsed  for  the  completion  of  this  survey, 
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the  Secretary  of  War  appointed  Major  Eastman  and  William  King 
Heiskell,  esq.,  of  Virginia,  agents  on  behalf  of  the  government,  to 
make  sale  of  so  much  of  said  reserve  as  could  be  disposed  of  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  public  interest,  accompanied  by  the  following  lettei 
of  instructions: 

Wab  Department, 
Washingtonj  May  25,  1867. 

Oentlebcsn  :  You  are  hereby  requested  and  instructed  to  visit,  in 

f)erson,  the  military  reservation  made  by  the  Executive  at  Fort  End- 
ing, in  the  Territory  of  Minnesota,  and  examine  and  ascertain  hoiv 
far  it  has  been  made  valuable  by  government  improvements.  Also, 
whether  there  are  any  actual  bona  fide  settlers  upon  the  reserve,  who 
have  made  valuable  improvements  thereon,  and  who  settled  there 
with  the  expectation,  superinduced  by  the  action  of  the  government 
agents,  of  having  preemption  rights  extended  to  them;  and  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  they  should  be  allowed  to  purchase  not  ex- 
ceeding one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  each,  covering  their  improve- 
ments, at  the  government  price  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents 
per  acre. 

Upon  the  above  points  you  will  report  to  this  department  as  soon 
as  practicable  after  you  have  obtained  the  desired  information,  so 
that  you  may  receive  further  instructions  in  regard  thereto. 

Tou  will  sell  all  that  part  of  the  reservation  not  included  in  any 
tract  to  which  an  actual  settler  may  have  a  just  claim,  either  at  pnblic 
auction,  after  giving  due  notice  in  the  principal  papers  in  the  north- 
west, or  at  private  sale,  in  tracts  or  lots  of  forty  acres  each,  so  as  to 
enable  persons  of  small  means  to  purchase,  or  in  whole,  whichever, 
in  your  judgment,  may  be  deemed  best,  but  in  neither  case  at  less 
than  |7  60  per  acre. 

Tou  will  examine  Fort  Snelling,  with  reference  to  its  being  retained 
as  a  military  depot  for  the  use  of  the  government. 

If  you  should  deem  it  necessary  for  such  purpose,  you  will  reserre 
from  sale  the  buildings  and  such  land  as  you  may  consider  suitable, 
not  less  than  forty  acres. 

Tou  will  not  expose  to  sale  that  part  of  the  reserve  which  extends 
over  a  graveyard  and  church  belonging  to,  and  claimed  by,  the 
Catholic  congregation  worshipping  there,  not  exceeding  twenty-five 
acres,  but  allow  the  same  to  remain  in  possession  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  said  congregation^  with  the  understanding  that  it  is  not  to  be 
used  or  disposed  of  for  any  other  purposes. 

Very  respectfully,  yoiu:  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOTD, 

Secretary  of  Wear. 

Major  Sbth  Eastman,  U.  S.  -4., 

William  King  Heiskell,  Esq., 

Washington. 

It  may  be  here  remarked  that  Mr.  Heiskell  is  a  well  known  citi«en 
of  Virginia,  a  farmer  by  occupation,  a  gentleman  of  intelligence  and 
high  character,  who  had  been  a  member  of  the  general  assembly  of 
that  State,  and  was  a  man  in  whose  honesty,  integrity,  and  firmnetf 
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of  character  GoTemor  Floyd  had,  from  personal  knowledge,  the  fullest 
confidence. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  above  instructions  first,  that,  in  accordance 
with  a  suggestion  contained  in  the  communication  of  General  Jesup 
of  the  14th  of  November,  1854,  previously  referred  to,  and  endorsed 
by  Secretary  Davis  in  his  annual  report  of  the  4th  of  December  follow- 
ing, a  minimum  was  fixed,  below  which  the  land  was  not  to  be  sold. 
That  minimum  was  $7  50  per  acre,  a  price  exceeding  the  highest  sum 
at  which  any  acre  of  military  reservation  had  ever,  in  the  history  of 
this  government,  been  before  sold,  out  of  the  limits  of  a  corporate  city. 
Secondly.  They  were  required,  if  upon  examination  they  thought 
it  proper  to  be  retained  as  a  military  depot,  to  reserve  from  sale  the 
buildings,  and  so  much  land  as  they  might  consider  suitable,  not  less 
than  forty  acres. 

Thirdly.  They  were  authorized  to  sell  the  land  in  forty-acre  lots  at 
public  auction,  if,  in  their  judgment,  the  public  interests  would  thereby 
be  best  promoted. 

Fourthly.  They  were  authorized  to  sell  at  public  or  private  sale,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  as,  in  their  judgment,  they  might  deem  best,  but  in 
no  case  at  less  than  $7  50  per  acre. 

Assuming  the  commissioners  to  be  competent  and  honest  men,  it  is 
difficult  to  conceive  how  any  instructions  could  have  been  better  de- 
vised to  protect  the  interests  of  the  government.  The  commissioners 
were  closely  interrogated  upon  the  point  whether  they  had  received 
from  the  Secretary  of  War  any  private  instructions  beyond  those  con- 
tained in  the  above  letter.  Major  Eastman  was  at  Fort  Snelling  at 
the  date  of  his  appointment,  and  did  not  see  the  Secretary,  nor  had 
be  any  correspondence  with  him  from  that  period  until  after  the  sale. 
Mr.  Heiskell,  who  bore  to  Major  Eastman  his  appointment,  states 
that  the  only  further  instructions  he  received  were :  **  I  want  you  to 
do  the  very  best  you  can  for  the  government.  I  want  that  sale  to  be 
the  best  ever  made  in  the  United  States.  You  will  have  a  parcel  of 
sharpers  to  deal  with,  and  you  must*keep  your  eyes  open." 

From  the  date  of  their  appointment  until  after  the  sale  it  appears 
from  the  evidence  that  there  was  no  communication  between  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  and  the  agents  appointed  by  him,  and  that  the  latter, 
keeping  within  the  limits  of  their  instructions,  proceeded  to  exercise 
all  the  discretionary  powers  vested  in  them,  upon  their  own  judgment 
and  responsibility. 

After  a  satisfactory  exiimination  of  the  property,  which  was  quite 
familiar  to  one  of  them,  from  a  residence  of  nine  years  at  the  place, 
the  commissioners  decided  that  the  public  service  did  not  require  the 
retention  of  any  portion  of  the  reserve  for  military  uses  ;  that,  in  view  of 
the  experience  ot  recent  land  sales,  and  of  the  combinations  then  formed 
and  forming  to  force  the  sales  at  the  minimum  price,  it  was  expedient 
to  avoid  the  hazards  of  a  public  sale,  and,  if  possible,  to  dispose  of  it  for 
its  full  and  fair  value  to  some  responsible  purchaser ;  and  finding  in  the 
person  of  Franklin  Steele,  a  resident  of  the  place,  a  gentleman  who 
combined  all  the  essentials  of  a  fair,  responsible,  and  honorable  pur- 
chaser, and  having  first  estimated  the  value  of  the  government  interest 
in  that  property,  they  opened  a  correspondence  in  writing  with  him  to 
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learn  if  lie  desired  to  purchase,  and  what  price  he  was  dispofied  to 
give  for  it.  Mr.  Steele,  in  reply,  expressed  hia  wish  to  become  the 
purchaser  of  the  property,  and  offered  the  gross  sum  of  $75,000  forit, 
the  same  which  he  had  proffered  to  give  in  1856.  They  informed  him 
that  they  had  estimated  the  interest  of  the  government  in  that  reserve 
as  fairly  worth  the  sum  of  $90,000  ;  that  they  would  not  sell  it  at 
private  sale  below  that  sum,  and  if  he  would  give  that  price  they 
would  close  a  contract  of  sale  with  him.  He  acceded  to  their  propo- 
sition, and  on  the  f)th  of  June  the  following  contract  of  sale  was  exe- 
cuted between  the  parties : 

''  Articles  of  agreement  made  and  entered  into  this  6th  day  of  June, 
1857,  by  and  between  Seth  Eastman,  major  United  States  army,  and 
Wm.  King  Heiskell,  agents  of  the  United  States  government,  of  the 
first  part,  and  Franklin  Steele,  of  Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota  Territory, 
of  the  second  part,  to  wit :  The  party  of  the  first  part  have  this  day 
sold  to  the  party  of  the  second  part  all  that  tract  or  reserve  of  land 
known  as  the  military  reservation  of  Fort  Snelling,  with  the  improve- 
ments thereon,  excepting  and  reserving  twenty  (20)  acres  described  ' 
as  follows,  to  wit :  commencing  at  the  southeast  corner  of  fraction 
No.  (1)  one,  in  section  No.  (28)  twenty-eight,  in  township  (28)  twenty- 
eight,  in  range  (23)  twenty-three,  running  north  forty  (40)  rods, 
thence  west  (80)  eignty  rods,  thence  south  (40)  forty  rods,  thenoe 
east  (80^  eighty  rods,  to  the  place  of  beginning,  the  same  being  re- 
served tor  a  Catholic  church  and  burial  ground,  where  the  church 
and  burial  ground  now  is ;  also,  excepting  and  reserving  the  north- 
west quarter  of  section  (20)  twenty,  in  township  (28)  twenty-eight, 
in  range  (23)  twenty-three,  containing  ten  acres,  the  same  being  re- 
served for  a  Protestant  graveyard.  For  and  in  consideration  of  the 
above,  the  party  of  the  second  part  agrees,  and  hereby  binds  him- 
self, heirs,  executors,  administrators^  &c.,  to  pay  to  the  United  States 
government,  or  authorized  agent  or  agents,  the  sum  of  ninety  thou- 
sand dollars-— one-third  of  said  sUm  payable  on  the  10th  day  of  July 
next,  and  the  residue  in  two  equal  annual  payments  thereafter.  The 
said  tract  of  land,  or  reservation,  contains  about  seven  thousand  acres. 
Possession  of  the  said  lands  and  improvements  to  be  given  as  soon  as 
the  Secretary  of  War  can  dispense  with  it  for  military  purnoses,  and 
a  deed  given  when  the  first  payment  aforesaid  is  made,  and  satisfac- 
tory security  for  the  deferred  payments  given,  and  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  or  agents  appointed  for  that  purpobe. 

'^Ab  witness  our  hands  and  seals  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

SETH  EASTMAN,  [seal] 

Major  U.  S.  A.j  agent, 

WM.  KING  HEISKELL,  [seal.] 
Agentj  dkc. 

FRANKLIN  STEELE.       [seal.] 

The  report  of  the  commissioners,  embracing  the  contract  of  sale, 
was  delivered  to  the  Secretary  of  War  on  the  17th  of  June,  and  on 
the  same  day  submitted  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and, 
having  received  the  assent  of  the  President,  was  formally  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  on  the  2d  of  July.    In  the  same  month  the 
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payment  of  $30,000  was  made  by  the  purchaser,  and  an  order 
a  to  the  commanding  officer  at  the  post  to  deliver  immediate  pos- 
on  of  the  military  reservation  and  property  pertaining  thereto  to 
purchaser,  Franklin  Steele,  excepting  the  fort  and  other  build- 
,  which  were  temporarily  retained  for  the  use  of  the  troops  at  the 

&ving  now  briefly  shown  the  leading  and  prominent  facts  of  this 
we  will  proceed  to  notice,  in  some  detail,  the  objections  to  it^ 
h  have  been  urged  by  the  majority  in  their  report,  and  which 
brought  them  to  the  conclusion  that  this  alienation  of  one  of  the 
ices  or  the  country  was  hasty  and  improvident,  and  calls  for  the 
emnation  of  Congress.  They  assail  not*  only  the  expediency  of 
jale,  but  the  authority  of  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War, 
r  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  to  have  made  it.  This  leads  to 
nquiry — 

the  military  interests  of  the  country  require   that  Fort  Sndling 
should  have  been  longer  retained  by  the  government  f 

is  conceded  by  the  majority,  that  whenever  a  military  site  be- 
ts useless,  the  authority  is  by  express  law  conferred  upon  the 
jtary  of  War,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  to  make  sale 
But  they  contend,  that  as  this  authority  is  by  the  terms  of  the 
limited  to  cases  where  the  site  is  useless,  if  it  can  be  shown  by 
ince  subsequently  taken— that  is  to  say,  by  the  opinions  of  persons 
•ing  from  the  conclusions  of  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War — 
it  might  be  longer  advantageously  retained  for  the  uses  of  the 
rnment,  the  contingency  has  not  arisen  upon  which  the  power 
been  conferred,  and  the  sale  is  without  authority  of  law,  and 
ifore  void.  This  extraordinary  doctrine,  alike  subversive  of  the 
OSes  of  the  law  and  of  the  authority  of  a  co-ordinate  department 
le  government,  although  without  any  practical  bearing  in  the 
«nt  case,  requires  a  passing  notice.  It  is  a  bold  attempt  to  sub- 
be  the  opinions  of  any  and  every  man  in  the  country  for  the 
3ntic  juagment  and  action  of  those  in  whom  the  people  have 
larly  vested  the  powers  of  government.  It  is  practically  ejecting 
office  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War,  and  clothing  with  the 
>utes  of  executive  power  and  with  legal  trusts  the  witnesses 
oenaed  before  a  committee  of  Congress. 

hether  Fort  Snelling  was  useless  as  a  military  site  on  the  6th  of 
,  1857,  the  day  of  its  sale,  is  a  question  of  fact  to  be  determined 
(  by  those  in  whom  the  constitution  and  laws  have  placed  the 
ion  of  that  question.  The  occupation  or  abandonment  of  a 
ary  post,  the  march  of  troops  from  one  section  of  the  confederacy 
lother^  their  concentration  at,  or  distribution  from  particular 
a,  are  all  incidents  of  that  control  over  the  military  defences  of 
ountry  which  the  Constitution  has  vested  in  the  President  as  com- 
ler-in-chief  of  the  army.  Congress  is  free  to  raise  and  support  an 
or  not  at  its  pleasure ;  it  may  authorize  regiments  when  the  Presi- 
does  not  call  for  them,  or  it  may  disband  them  when  he  most  desires 
;  but  when  once  raised,  their  movements  are  wholly  subject  to  his 
«ition  and  control.  It  may  appropriate  money,  and  authorize 
purchase  of  a  military  site ;  but  u  the  President  does  not  choose  to 
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make  use  of  it  for  military  purposes  he  need  not  do  so ;  so  that  the 
practical  decision  at  all  times  of  whether  any  particular  post  is  needed 
for  the  public  defence  must  necessarily  rest  with  him,  who  has  the 
right  to  distribute  and  station  our  troops  at  pleasure.  But  his  decision 
that  a  site  is  no  longer  useful  for  the  public  defence  does  not  thereby 
involve  the  authority  to  make  sale  of  it.  The  public  property  of  the 
United  States  is  vested  in  Congress,  and  the  authority  to  make  sale  of 
any  portion  of  it  can  alone  be  derived  from  Congress.  When,  there- 
fore, a  law  is  passed  conferring  upon  the  executive  the  power  of  selling 
useless  military  sites,  he  is,  by  a  union  of  his  constitutional  functions 
with  the  legislative  agency,  thereby  created,  clothed  with  fall  authority 
over  the  subject.  From  the  Constitution  he  derives  his  authority  to 
decide  whether  it  is  useless  or  not;  from  Congress  he  derives  his 
power  to  sell  if  deemed  useless.  But  if  this  power  was  not  thus  fairly 
deducible  from  the  constitutional  function  of  the  President  as  com- 
mander-in-chief, it  is  clearly  conferred  by  the  acts  of  1819  and  1857. 
A  power  vested  by  law  in  an  executive  agent  of  the  government  to  sell 
or  to  do  any  other  act  upon  the  happening  of  a  stated  contingency, 
unless  otherwise  restraiLed,  makes  him  necessarily  the  sole  and  ex- 
clusive judge  of  the  event  upon  which  his  authority  to  act  becomes 
operative.  How  otherwise  is  this  power  ever  to  be  exercised?  Who, 
under  the  present  law,  could  determine  the  proper  period  of  sale  but 
the  President  of  the  United  States  ?  From  what  other  department  of 
the  government  is  he  to  seek  for  counsel  or  information.  Is  it  from 
the  judiciary,  or  is  it  from  Congress?  Is  the  validity  of  a  solemn 
ofiBcial  act  of  the  highest  functionaries  of  the  government  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  opinions  which  a  few  witnesses,  constituting  no  part  of 
the  government,  may  entertain  of  the  wisdom  or  propriety  of  the 
act  ?  The  power  of  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War  to  make  th^ 
sales  is,  under  the  existing  laws,  absolute  and  unconditional.  The 
title  of  the  purchaser  is  perfected  through  their  act.  Its  validity 
cannot  be  affected  by  the  opinions  of  others.  They  have  exercised 
their  judgment,  and  the  case  is  closed.  It  is  a  judgment  in  rem,  from 
which  there  is  no  appeal.  The  reasoning  of  the  majority  is  at  war 
with  the  clearly  established  principles  of  our  government.  It  would 
overturn  every  sale,  and  render  insecure  every  right  of  property 
acquired  through  any  of  the  executive  agents  of  the  government. 

But  there  is  no  necessity  in  the  present  case  of  invoking  the  aid  of 
any  such  construction  of  law  to  screen  from  inquiry  the  late  act  of  the 
Secretary  of  War.  Suppose  this  subject  had  not  already  been  dis- 
posed of  by  competent  authority  ;  that  the  President  and  Secretary  of 
War  had  not  already  authorized  and  ratified  this  sale ;  that  the  p^^ 
chase  money,  so  far  as  due  by  the  contract,  had  not  already  been 
paid,  and  possession  of  the  property  delivered,  and  that  it  was  now  an 
open  question  for  Executive  decision,  we  shall  proceed  to  show  that 
the  weight  of  authority  and  the  force  of  reasoning  contained  in  the 
accompanying  evidence  sustain  the  expediency  of  the  sale  of  the  Fort 
Snelling  reservation.  It  is  shown  conclusively  by  General  Scott,  Gren- 
eral  Smith,  General  Jesup,  and  by  every  military  officer,  without 
exception,  who  has  appeared  before  the  committee,  as  also  by  puhlic 
facts  known  to  the  committee^  and  to  every  intelligent  man  in  the 
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7,  that  since  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  and  the 
al  of  the  native  tribes  from  that  vicinity  in  1851,  Fort  Snelling 
come  an  interior  post,  and  useless  for  any  of  the  purposes  of  de-^ 

Upon  this  point  there  is  not  a  contradictory  opinion  in  the 
ce,  or  if  so,  none  worthy  of  notice. 

another  idea  has  been  suggested  in  reference  to  the  purposes 
tiich  Fort  Snelling  might  still  be  used,  since  it  has  become 
\  for  those  of  defence,  and  that  is,  as  a  convenient  point  to  keep 
;overnme&t  establishment  of  officers,  employes,  horses,  mules, 
>  furnish  to  the  two  frontier  posts,  which,  since  the  removal  of 
dians,  have  been  established  on  the  Minnesota  and  Mississippi 

their  provisions  and  supplies.  It  is  upon  this  asserted  benefit 
t  Snelling  to  the  government  that  there  has  been  any  diversity 
don  amongst  the  witnesses  who  have  appeared  before  the  com- 

upport  of  this  idea  of  retaining  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot  of  sup- 
Colonel  Lorenzo  Thomas,  an  assistant  adjutant  general  of  the 
Major  J.  G.  Martin,  an  assistant  quartermaster,  who  was  sta- 
at  Fort  Snelling  at  the  time  of  sale,  and  Captain  Thom,  have 
Bed  very  strong  and  decided  opinions.  General  Scott  and  Gen- 
^up  favor  the  same  idea,  but  with  so  many  modifications,  as  to 
nd  policy,  as  to  make  their  opinions,  deservedly  high  as  they 
>on  all  military  questions,  of  no  particular  weight  in  the 
t  controversy.  The  views  of  General  Churchill  and  Captain 
)n  are  so  little  supported  by  any  information  on  the  subject, 
leprive  them  of  any  influence  whatsoever  upon  our  judgments. 

are  all  of  the  officers  of  the  army  who  have  favored  us  with 
professional  opinions  in  support  of  that  policy.  The  Hon. 
n  A.  Douglas  and  Adam  D.  Steuart  concur  in  the  same  view. 

be  here  stated  that,  in  the  opinion  of  all  these  witnesses,  it 
be  expedient  to  retain,  for  the  purposes  of  such  military  depot, 

the  public  buildings  and  a  small  portion  of  the  land, 
pposition  to  these  views.  General  Persifor  F.  Smith,  then  com- 
ag  the  western  military  department,  in  which  Fort  Snelling  is 
d,  Colonel  Francis  Lee,  at  this  time,  and  since  the  transfer  of 
kl  Smith  to  Utah,  commanding  in  that  department.  Major  East- 
captain  Todd,  Captain  J.  A.  Whithall,  Lieutenant  Richard  C. 

officers  of  the  army,  and  Hon.  Charles  E.  Stuart,  senator  from 
:an,  Hon.  H.  M.  Bice,  senator  elect  from  Minnesota,  and  Wm. 
iskell,  one  of  the  commissioners  of  sale,  all  express  most  de- 
»pinions  that  Fort  Snelling  had  ceased  to  be  useml  for  any  mil- 
urpose  whatever. 

8  of  these  witnesses  have  assigned  reasons  for  their  opinion, 
I  by  so  much  intelligence  and  knowledge  of  the  subject  upon 
they  have  testified,  that  we  shall  incorporate  a  portion  of  their 
36  in  this  report,  and  adopt  their  views  as  the  conclusions  of  our 
inds. 

3ral  Peraifer  F.  Smith  says : 
t  a  point  of  defence,  the  value  of  Fort  Snelling  has  entirely 

It  IS  within  the  frontier.  As  a  point  of  depot,  in  a  great 
*e  its  value  has  gone,  too ;  I  think  myself  entirely  gone,  because 
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a  great  many  supplies  can  be  got  further  towards  the  frontier  than 
Fort  Snelling  itself  is,  as  the  country  is  settled  up  the  Minnesota  from 
a  hundred  to  a  hundred  and  fifty  miles,  and  there  are  scattering  set- 
tlements up  the  Mississippi  about  a  hundred  miles.  The  value  of  a 
depot  lies  in  one  or  two  things — one,  whether  it  is  in  the  centre  of  a 
large  producing  region  in  which  you  could  collect  whatever  you  might 
wish  for  supplies,  in  order  to  distribute  them  through  the  country; 
another,  would  be  a  depot  on  the  line  of  transportation  where,  arriving 
at  the  point  at  which  the  routes  of  transportation  separate,  you  have 
transhipments  to  make.  In  either  case  you  want  a  spot  in  which  yon 
could  deposit  your  stores,  either  in  their  collection,  or  preparatory  to 
distribution,  in  order  to  spread  them  over  the  country  you  intend  to 
supply.  Fort  Snelling  some  years  ago  was  most  valuable  as  a  point 
of  defence.  It  was  well  situated,  and  the  frontiers  were  behind  it.  It 
would  arrest  the  enemy,  and  no  enemy  would  go  to  the  frontier  and 
leave  a  force  in  their  rear—  a  thing  which  the  most  uncivilized  nations 
dislike  to  do.  But  as  a  depot  it  was  of  no  great  value,  because  there 
were  not  other  points  of  defence  beyond  it.  It  was  a  depot  only  for 
its  own  particular  service,  and  not  of  the  country  immediately  around 
it.  Now,  there  are  posts  up  the  Mississippi  above  and  up  the  St. 
Peter's,  and  those  posts  can  be  reached  by  the  same  means  of  trans- 
portation which  bring  the  supplies  from  their  original  point  of  pro- 
duction— that  is,  a  steamboat  coming  from  St.  Paul  laden  with  pro- 
visions and  ordnance  stores,  or  any  supplies  for  troops,  is  not  obliged 
to  change  its  cargo  at  any  point  short  of  Fort  Ridgley,  if  going  np 
the  Minnesota,  and  is  only  obliged  to  tranship  them  to  get  around 
the  falls  of  St.  Anthony,  if  going  up  the  Mississippi  to  Fort  Ripley. 
Therefore  there  is  no  need  of  a  depot  at  the  junction  of  those  two 
rivers,  because  it  does  not  answer  either  of  those  suppositions  I  hare 
made — that  is,  the  necessity  of  changing  the  mode  of  transportation, 
or  the  necessity  of  passing  around  the  obstacles  by  portage,  or  some- 
thing equivalent  thereto,  such  as  by  a  canal  or  railroad.  It  has  lost, 
in  fact,  its  value,  either  as  a  place  of  defence  or  as  a  depot,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  advance  of  settlements." 

He  expressed  the  decided  opinion  that  the  proper  mode  of  trans- 
porting supplies  for  the  whole  region  of  the  upper  Mississippi  is  from 
Fond  du  Lac,  on  Lake  Superior. 

''There  are  two  objections  to  river  navigation — one  is,  that  it  is 
frozen  up  during  the  whole  winter,  and  in  the  summer  the  water  is  so 
low  as  to  render  the  navigation  difficult  and  dangerous.  Boats  are 
afraid  to  go  up  for  fear  of  being  unable  to  return.  The  same  difficulty 
may  occur  in  the  lake  navigation  in  the  winter  that  obstructs  river 
navigation ;  but  in  the  summer  you  can  at  any  time  take  supplies  from 
Buffalo,  Detroit,  Cleveland,  Chicago,  or  from  any  of  the  towns  which 
border  upon  the  lakes,  to  the  northwestern  extremity  of  Lake  Supe- 
rior, by  the  largest  class  of  steamers  which  can  pass  the  canal  at 
Sault  Sainte  Marie,  and  at  Fond  du  Lac  you  are  about  upon  a  range 
with  the  line  of  posts  now  established  near  Pembina,  and  those  lower 
posts,  such  as  Fort  Snelling." 

Major  Seth  Eastman  testifies  as  follows : 

^'I  consider  Fort  Snelling  perfectly  useless  as  a  military  station. 
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The  country  is  inhabited  north,  south,  east,  and  west  of  it.  A  city 
of  15,000  inhabitants  lies  within  five  or  six  miles  of  it.  The  Indian 
have  removed  a  hundred  miles  or  more  west,  and  the  country  is  inhab- 
ited by  our  own  people.  I  do  not  consider  it  necessary  even  as  a  depot. 
There  is  but  one  post  to  be  supplied,  supposing  Fort  Bipley  to  be 
ibandoned,  and  that  is  Fort  Bidgley.  Fort  Bidgley  is  on  the  same 
ri?er  with  Fort  Snelling,  (the  Minnesota.)  In  the  spring  of  the  year 
t  is  navigable  for  steamboats  from  St.  Louis  to  above  that  point,  and 
ihat  post  could  be  supplied  entirely  by  steamboat  navigation.  Hence, 
t  would  be  a  useless  expense  to  unload  at  St.  Paul  or  Fort  Snelling, 
tr  any  other  point  below  Fort  Bidgley,  for  the  purpose  of  reshipping. 
iut  supposing  that  it  was  necessary  to  supply  that  post  when  navi- 
gation was  closed,  the  country  is  full  of  the  means  and  facilities  of 
ransportation,  and  the  people  would  be  glad  to  do  this  work  at  one- 
uarter  what  it  now  costs  the  government.  Hence,  it  would  be  more 
conomical  not  to  keep  up  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot.  Even  supposing 
hat  we  would  have  to  unload  a  cargo  of  provisions  at  St.  Paul,  to  put 
t  upon  another  class  boat  to  go  up  the  Minnesota  river,  the  only  ex- 
ense  would  be  unloading  and  placing  it  immediately  upon  another 
teamboat,  or  putting  it  into  a  commission  house  for  one  night,  for 
oats  are  running  there  daily.  For  the  supply  of  a  small  post  like 
bat,  one  steamboat  would  take  a  year's  supply.  If  there  were  not 
be  means  of  transportation  in  the  country,  then  it  might  be  neces- 
ary  for  the  government  to  keep  up  a  depot  for  trains  at  any  expense." 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Rice^  senator  elect  from  Minnesota,  thinks  the  Sec- 
etary  of  War  acted  with  judgment,  in  disposing  not  only  of  the 
eserve,  but  of  all  the  government  buildings  upon  it.     He  says  : 

"It  would  have  been  an  extra  expense  to  the  government  of  from 
30  to  forty  thousand  dollars  a  year,  if  they  had  been  retained,  and 
bey  would  have  been  of  no  earthly  use.  I  was  formerly  a  sutler  in 
^e  army,  and  have  transported  an  immense  amount  of  government 
ipplies.  The  fort  is  situated  on  a  high  hill,  up  which  all  the  sup- 
lies  have  to  be  carried.  Large  boats  cannot  get  up  the  river  any 
^her  than  St.  Paul  in  low  stages  of  water.  Goods  must  there  be 
anshipped  into  boats  which  run  up  the  Minnesota  river,  and  which 
ke  supplies  to  Fort  Bidgley.  To  send  the  goods  directly  from  St. 
iul  would  save  the  trouble  of  reshipping  at  Fort  Snelling,  save  the 
pense  of  hauling  the  goods  up  that  high  hill  and  down  again,  save 
e  expense  of  keeping  soldiers  there  constantly  to  keep  the  buildings 
repair,  and  save  a  great  deal  of  time ;  and  as  to  the  fort,  it  has  been 
^eat  curse  to  us  for  the  last  four  or  five  years.  From  the  fort  you 
1  see  the  smoke  from  buildings  that  cover  20,000  white  people ; 
liana  are  now  seldom  seen  there.  The  buildings  are  made  of  stone, 
d  are  very  old.  They  were  commenced  in  1819  or  1820,  at  which 
ae  all  materials,  except  stone,  had  to  be  taken  up  in  Mackinaw 
at0.  The  buildings  were  put  up  in  a  rough  manner,  and  they  are 
fe  of  repair.     I  believe,  however,  one  or  two  buildings  have  been  put 

since  the  fort  was  built." 

To  the  undersigned,  who  have  no  knowledge  derived  from  personal 
servation  of  that  section  of  countrv,  and  who  can  only  look  at  this 
lestion  through  maps,  and  by  the  light  which  geography,  and  the  testi- 
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mony  of  competent  witnesses  can  throw  upon  it,  there  does  not  occar 
to  our  minds  one  substantial  reason  why  an  expensive  goyerameDt 
establishment  should  have  been  maintained  at  Fort  SnelliDg  for  tbe 

?urpose  of  forwarding  supplies  to  one  or  at  most  two  frontier  posts, 
'he  demands  of  our  service  would  not  allow  of  more  thau  one  com- 
5 any  being  stationed  at  Fort  Ripley,  and  one  at  Fort  Ridgley  ;  indeed, 
uring  the  last  summer  the  pressure  upon  the  Fervice  required  the 
withdrawal  of  that  one  company  from  Fort  Ripley,  and  the  total 
abandonment  of  the  site.  From  subsequent  indications  of  discontent 
among  the  Indians,  a  company  was  restored  and  the  fort  temporarily 
reorganized.  It  seems  to  us  absurd  to  say  that  there  could  be  any 
economy  in  the  government  keeping  up  an  establishment,  which  they 
were  able  to  sell  for  the  sum  of  $90,000,  expending  the  money  every 
year  required  for  repairs  upon  buildings  originally  imperfect  in  oon- 
construction  and  in  a  state  of  decay,  maintaining  some  forty  or  fifty 
employes,  two  hundred  head  of  mules,  horses  and  oxen,  and  the  neces- 
sary officers  in  command,  and  all  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  two 
companies  upon  the  frontier  with  provisions  and  clothing.  If  that 
country  was  destitute  of  the  means  and  facilities  of  transportation,  it 
might  be  a  military  necessity  to  which  we  should  submit,  no  matter 
what  might  be  its  cost.  But  when  all  the  means  of  transportation, 
both  by  land  and  water,  are  known  to  abound  in  that  region  ;  when 
streams,  always  navigable  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year,  flow  in  sight 
of  the  picket  walls  of  those  forts  ;  when  the  Quartermaster  Greneral  in- 
forms us  that  he  has  never  encountered  any  difficulties  in  procuring 
in  that  country  the  facilities  of  transportation  ;  when  he  further  in- 
forms us  that  a  capitalist  of  acknowledged  responsibility  has  tendered 
to  him  to  transport  all  the  supplies  required  for  the  troops  at  those 
posts  dt  one-half  of  what  it  has  coat  the  government ^  which  offer  the 
Quartermaster  General  tells  us  he  means  to  accept, — the  retention  of 
Fort  Snelling,  under  these  circumstances,  and  for  such  purposes, 
would  have  been  an  official  misfeasance,  meriting  the  rebuke  of  tbe 
representatives  of  the  people. 

It  is  still  more  remarkable  now,  since  this  property  has  been  sold, 
that  there  should  be  deemed  so  urgent  an  occasion  for  its  use  as  a  de- 
pot, as  we  learn  that  prior  to  its  sale,  and  when  the  private  facilities 
for  transportation  were  far  less  abundant  than  they  are  now,  the  gov- 
ernment could  so  well  accomplish  all  its  purposes  of  supply  to  those 
two  frontier  posts,  without  the  aid  of  Fort  Snelling.  This  is  a  most 
curious  and  interesting  fact,  and  deserves  to  be  furtner  elucidated. 
Jl^lListen  to  the  clear  and  conclusive  statement  of  Colond  Francis  Lee 
on  this  point : 

"  I  was  in  command  of  Fort  Snelling  between  three  and  four  years, 
from  the  spring  of  1851  to  the  summer  of  1854.  I  had  charge  of  the 
whole  reservation.  I  see  no  reason  why  Fort  Snelling  should  have 
been  retained.  I  cannot  conceive  that  it  is  of  any  importance  as  a 
military  station.  Fort  Snelling  is  on  a  high  bluflT,  and  never  will  be, 
and  never  has  been,  to  my  knowledge,  t^ed  as  a  depot  forprovinoM 
and  supplies.  To  be  sure,  provisions  and  supplies  have  been  furnished 
to  other  posts  from  there,  because  that  post  has  been  reduced,  and 
there  was  a  large  quantity  on  hand.     But  all  the  supplies  for  the  upper 
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pNOstshave  been  sent  from  St.  Paul  to  Fort  Ripley,  and  directly  up  the 
river  to  Fort  Ridgley. 

"Question  1641.  From  where? 

"  Answer.  From  the  points  where  the  contractors  furnished  them. 
We  contract  for  the  delivery  of  provisions  directly  to  the  military 
posts,  and  it  would  be  an  absurdity  to  stop  and  deliver  provisions  at 
Fort  Snelling.  I  would  rather  transport  provisions  from  Fort  Snel- 
ling  up  to  Fort  Ridgley,  if  the  waters  were  up,  than  to  carry  them  up 
from  the  river  and  put  them  into  the  storehouses." 

"Question  1642.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  the 
frontier  stations  could  be  supplied  by  the  government  upon  cheaper 
terms  by  sending  the  supplies  direct,  than  by  making  Fort  Snelling 
a  depot  for  supplies  ? 

"  Answer.  Certainly.  It  has  always  been  done.  It  has  never  been 
done  otherwise." 

Again :  Captain  J.  B.  8.  Todd  states : 

"While  I  was  in  command  there,  for  several  years,  the  supplies  for 
Fort  Ripley,  125  miles  above,  were  never  transported  from  Fort  Snel- 
ling. They  were  landed  at  St.  Paul,  and  shipped  from  there  without 
going  to  Fort  Snelling.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  the  same 
thing  was  done  in  regard  to  Fort  Ridgley,  which  is  situated  about 
125  miles  up  the  Minnesota  river.  I  recollect  that  they  were  landed 
at  St.  Paul,  and  reshipped  to  the  fort  direct,  in  1853  and  1854." 

Again  we  learn  from  the  Hon.  Henry  M.  Rice: 

"I  supplied  Fort  Ripley  for  several  years  from  St.  Paul.  I  received 
most  of  the  supplies  at  St.  Paul,  and  sent  them  from  there  to  Fort 
Bipley  direct ;  as  to  Fort  Ridgley,  I  cannot  speak.  I  have  been  ab- 
sent from  St.  Paul  a  considerable  portion  of  the  time  since  that  fort 
Was  built.  I  know  that  last  spring  I  saw  a  great  many  teams  at  St. 
Paul,  for  supplies  for  Fort  Ridgley.  Whether  they  were  purchased 
there  or  not,  I  do  not  know." 

There  is  but  one  asoect  of  our  national  policy,  as  we  think,  in  which 
t  could  be  maintained  that  the  government  should  have  held  the  con- 
rol  and  possession  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  and  that  would 
lave  been,  to  have  met  a  requirement  not  called  for  by  the  existing 
military  system  of  the  country.  Within  the  last  twenty  years  a  prac- 
ice  has  grown  up,  founded  in  error,  stimulated  by  local  interest,  and 
x>  much  favored  by  Congress,  of  locating  posts  in  advance  of  settle- 
lent,  and  of  distributing  our  troops  at  numerous  posts  in  small  gar- 
[Bons.  Experience  has  shown  that  these  small  posts  are  nearly  pow- 
rless  beyond  their  own  limits,  whilst  they  enormously  multiply  the 
>8t  of  transportation,  involve  the  frequent  construction  and  abandon- 
lent  of  posts,  retard  discipline,  and  impairtheefficiency  of  the  troops. 
"he  present  system  is  condemned  by  the  most  enlightened  officers  of 
16  army.  Secretary  Davis,  in  his  annual  report  of  the  1st  of  December, 
B56,  argues  with  much  force  and  ability  in  favor  of  a  change 
f  the  present  policy ;  urges  the  selection  of  a  few  points,  accessible  by 
beamboat  and  railway,  from  which  strong  detachments  should  annu- 
lly  be  sent  out  into  the  Indian  country  during  the  season  when  the 
prass  will  suffice  for  the  support  of  cavalry  horses,  and  beas1;s  of  draught 
kud  burden.   He  cites,  with  commendation,  the  occupation  of  Algeria 


60  POBT  8NELLING  INVESTIGATION. 

by  the  French,  as  presenting  a  case  of  parallelism  to  our  western 
frontier.  Had  these  views  met  with  the  approval  of  Congress,  it  i« 
manifest  that  Fort  Snelling  would  have  possessed  an  importanoe,  in 
a  military  point  of  view,  which  it  can  lay  no  claim  to  at  present.  Bat 
these  views  were  permitted  to  pass  unheeded  by  Congress,  and  the 
changes  were  too  radical  to  be  introduced  without  its  assent.  In  tbe 
close  of  that  portion  of  the  report  he  says :  **  As  our  present  policy 
rests  upon  various  acts  of  legislation,  and  the  concurrent  views  of  aey- 
eral  preceding  administrations,  a  change  as  radical  as  that  which  is 
here  suggested  should  receive  critical  examination,  and  perhaps  re- 
quire legislative  action,  before  being  adopted." 

Having  shown,  as  we  think  conclusively,  that  no  considerations  of 
military  policy  required  the  further  retention  o'  Fort  Sn-  Uing,  either 
as  a  post  of  defence  or  a  depot  of  supply,  we  will  proceed  next  to  ex- 
amine the  objections  which  are  taken  to  the  mode  of  sale. 

Was  the  mode  of  sale  objectionable  f 

As  a  general  rule  of  executive  action,  we  concur  most  cordially  with 
the  majority  in  the  opinion  that  all  sales  of  government  property 
should  be  made  at  public  auction,  and  after  due  notice,  thereby  afford- 
ing to  every  citizen  who  desires  it  a  fair  and  equal  opportunity  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  purchase.  This  is  a  rule  demanded  not  only  by  the 
relation  which  exists  in  a  country  like  ours  between  the  government 
and  the  people,  but  it  is  an  important  check  to  official  favoritism  and 
partiality,  and  operates  beneficially  in  guarding  against  that  sense  oi 
individual  injustice  which  springs  from  the  preference  of  one  man 
over  another,  where  all  have  common  rights.  So  strong  are  our  indi- 
vidual convictions  on  this  subject,  that  it  would  require  proof  of  a  very 
perverted  sentiment  in  any  State  or  Territory  to  excuse,  in  our  judg- 
ment, a  departure  from  so  sound  and  salutary  a  rule  of  action.  The 
amount  which  the  government  will  at  any  time  realize  from  a  sale  of  its 
property  must  be  insignificant,  compared  with  the  more  important  bene- 
fit which  it  must  derive  from  an  all-pervading  impressio-  of  its  fairness, 
justice,  and  disinterestedness.  And  yet  it  is  difficult  for  any  fair- 
minded  man  who  reads  the  accompanying  evidence,  and  learns  that 
system  of  combination  which  controls  the  results  of  public  sales  in  the 
west,  to  cast  the  slightest  censure  upon  the  motives  and  conduct  of  the 
commissioners  of  sale.  We  would  not  applaud  their  act  as  a  prece- 
dent. We  cannot  condemn  it  as  an  individual  case,  under  the  circnm- 
stances.  That  they  acted  honestly,  and,  in  their  judgment,  for  the 
best  interests  of  the  government,  we  have  no  doubt ;  that  their  mode 
of  sale  was  beneficial  to  the  public  treasury  we  cannot  question  on 
the  evidence ;  but  we  trust  that  some  plan  may  be  devised,  if  practi- 
cable, for  the  future,  that  will  combine  all  the  advantages  of  free  and 
unrestrained  competition,  with  the  necessary  safeguards  for  the  puhlic 
interests. 

Whilst  such  are  our  individual  opinions,  it  may  be  proper  to 
remark,  that  no  law  has  existed  from  the  origin  of  our  government 
to  the  present  time  which  requires  or  even  contemplates  a  sale  of  s 
military  reservation  at  public  auction.  On  the  contrary,  the  legisla- 
tion of  Congress  has  shown  a  marked  diversity  of  policy  in  the  regu- 
lations which  it  has  prescribed  for  the  sale  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
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public  domain,  and  those  which  it  has  adopted  in  relation  to  the 
reserves,  severed  from  it.      In  the  one  case  they  have  uniformly 
required  them  to  be  sold  at  public  auction,  the  government  being 
content,  in  view  of  the  benefits  accruing  from  settlement  and  cultiva- 
tion, to  receive  the  minimum  price  per  acre,  whilst  in  the  other  case, 
looking  to  the  special  value  imparted  to  these  reserves  by  the  progress 
of  settlements  around  them,  and  the  public  money  expended  upon 
them,  have  left  the  Secretary  of  War  free  to  pursue  that  mode  of  sale 
which,  in  his  judgment,  was  best  calculated  to  realize  their  true  and 
fair  value.     To  carry  out  this  manifest  intention  of  Congress  various 
modes  of  sale  have  been  adopted,  at  different  periods,  by  the  War 
Department,  to  realize,  as  far  as  practicable,  the  value  of  the  reserva- 
tions brought  into  market.     In  one  instance,  in  the  year  1840,  where 
the  reservation  lay  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  growing  and 
Sourishing  city  of  Chicago,  it  was  surveyed  and  laid  off  in  conformity 
to  the  general  plan  of  that  city,  the  streets  extended,  public  squares 
reserved,  and  the  residue  divided  into  lots  of  twenty-five  feet  front, 
ihe  property  valued  before  sale,  bids  not  amounting  to  one-fourth  the 
aish  value  of  the  lots  required  to  be  rejected,  and  the  bidding  made 
)y  sealed  proposals  addressed  to  the  commissioner  of  sale.     In  the 
iase  of  the  Fort  Howard  reservation   it  was  divided  into  lots,  a 
ninimum  price  fixed,  below  which  no  sale  was  to  take  place,  a  public 
iQction  attempted,  but  not  a  bid  made,  and  the  property  is  still 
insold.     Fort  Bipley  was  exposed   to   public  auction  without  any 
niDimum  prescribed,  the  price  reduced  by  combinations  to  seven  cents 
•n  acre,  but  the  siale  set  aside  and  declared  a  nullity.     Fort  Snelling 
ras  sold  by  private  contract.    These  are  instances  of  the  four  different 
nodes  of  sale,  at  different  periods,  and  under  variant  circumstances 
dopted  by  the  War  Department.     Undoubtedly  the  most  unexcep- 
ionable  in  all  its  results  of  these  public  sales  was  that  of  the  Fort 
)earborn  reservation,  within  the  corporate  limits  of  Chicago.     The 
TOSS  sales  of  the  two  hundred  and  fifcy  lots  were  one  hunared  and 
iz  thousand  dollars.     One  lot  alone  yielded  four  thousand  one  bun- 
red  and  fifty  dollars,  and  several  were  bid  off  at  two  thousand  dollars, 
^his  was  a  special  case,  and  the  only  instance  in  our  history ;  and 
be  results  of  a  sale  of  town  lots  in  a  city  like  Chicago  can  scarcely 
e  regarded  as  an  inexorable  model  in  all  other  cases  of  sales  of  public 
roperty.     The  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  except  so  far  as  it  may  be 
)jectionable  as  a  private  sale,  is  the  most  advantageous  ever  made  by 
e  government,  beyond  the  corporate  limits  of  that  city. 
In  the  objection  which  we  have  expressed  to  private  sales  of  govern- 
mt  property,  it  must  not  be  inferred  that  there  was  anything  in  the 
;t8  or  circumstances  connected  with  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling  to  give 
int  to  the  remark,  unless,  indeed,  it  be  that  torrent  of  unfounded 
iamny  and  misrepresentation  to  which  individual  disappointment 
d  partisan  feeling  gave  rise  immediately  thereafter,  and  which  may 
regarded  as  one  of  the  consequences  that  will  usually  follow  a  de- 
rture  from  the  system  of  open  and  public  bidding  by  the  government. 
le  motives  which  prompted  the  commissioners  to  prefer  a  private  to  a 
tblicsale  were  honestand  praiseworthy.  Thepurchaser  with  whom  they 
ade  thecontract,  although  without  any  legal  pretension  to  be  preferred, 
id  such  an  equitable  claim  as  to  divest  the  preference  shown  him  of 
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every  motive  of  improper  favoritism  and  partiality,  and  thesnm  Btipn- 
lated  to  be  paid  was  the  full  and  fair  value  of  the  property,  and  more 
than  could  probably  have  been  realized  by  any  other  mode  of  sale. 

The  reasons  which  induced  the  action  of  the  commissioners  are  set 
forth  with  great  clearness  in  their  official  report,  and  also  in  their 
testimony  iSken  before  the  committee,  and  they  are  sustained  in  their 
course  by  many  of  the  most  intelligent  and  best  informed  witnesses 
who  were  examined  before  the  committee.     Their  reasons  were— 

1st.  The  lesson  derived  from  the  experience  of  the  sale  of  pubUc 
land  in  that  section  of  country  for  the  preceding  ten  years.  Not  a  sale 
having  taken  place,  that  combinations  had  not  been  successful  in 
reducing  the  price  to  the  minimum  prescribed  by  law. 

2d.  They  were  satisfied,  not  merely  from  the  past  experience  of  the 
government,  but  by  evidence  palpable  to  their  own  ears,  that  combina- 
tions were  being  formed  to  reduce  this  land  to  the  minimum  price. 

3d.  They  saw,  in  the  event  even  of  there  bein^  no  combinations,  that 
it  was  otherwise  impracticable  to  carry  out  the  instructions  of  the  War 
Department,  which  limited  them  to  the  minimum  of  $7  50  per  acre. 
For  while  some  portions  of  the  land  might  readily  have  commanded 
a  price  beyond  tne  minimum,  a  considerable  portion  was  worth  much 
less,  and  a  great  deal  not  worth  fifty  cents  an  acre.  They  believed, 
therefore,  that  they  would  best  advance  the  interests  of  the  goyem- 
ment,  and  comply  with  the  instructions  under  which  they  acted,  by 
selling  the  entire  parcels  at  private  sale  to  some  responsible  purchaser, 
either  at  the  minimum  price  prescribed  by  their  instructions,  or  for 
such  greater  sum  as,  upon  a  careful  examination  of  the  property,  they 
might  conclude  to  be  its  fair  and  full  value. 

The  practical  sagacity  and  soundness  of  the  course  pursued  by  the 
commissioners,  so  far  at  least  as  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  go?- 
ernment  was  concerned^  is  vindicated  and  sustained  by  an  over- 
whelming mass  of  the  testimony  taken  before  the  committee,  to  which 
evidence  the  House  is  referred  for  full  details,  of  the  principle  and 
results  of  that  system  of  combination  for  so  many  years  practiced  in 
the  west  at  the  sale  of  all  government  lands  ;  a  system  universally 
approved  in  those  new  countries,  and  boldly  justified  by  that  spedoos 
logic  which  applies  to  government  property  a  rule  which  it  would 
scorn  to  use  in  its  transactions  with  individuals,  and  which  will  ever 
make  our  public  domain  a  subject  of  undisguised  appropriation  and 
plunder.  As  many  whose  duty  it  will  be  to  decide  upon  the  propriety 
of  the  conduct  of  the  commissioners  of  sale  may  not  have  any  adequate 
conception  of  the  embarassments  of  their  position,  and  of  the  difficul- 
ties which  they  had  to  encounter,  growing  out  of  that  system  of  com- 
bination to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  so  prevalent  in  the  new 
States  and  Territories,  we  will  present  a  few  extracts  from  the  testi- 
mony of  some  of  the  witnesses,  whose  means  of  information  will  not 
be  questioned,  and  whose  public  positions  would  afford  them  motives 
to  suppress,  rather  than  magnify  the  evil. 

The  Hon.  Oeorge  L.  BechsTj  representative  elect  from  Minnesota, 
in  reply  to  questions  submitted  to  him  before  the  committee,  answered 
as  follows : 

^'  Question  1418.  Do  you  suppose  that,  if  Fort  Snelling  had  been 
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offered  at  public  sale,  there  woald  have  been  a  fair  competition  for  the 
purchase  of  the  reservation  ? 

^'  Answer.  I  think  not.  I  should  judge  that  the  probabilities  are, 
that,  if  a  public  sale  had  taken  place,  the  same  thing  would  have 
occurred  which  took  place  in  re&rence  to  that  part  of  the  reserve 
which  was  sold  some  three  or  four  years  ago. 

"  Question  1419.  If  it  had  been  sold  in  small  parcels,  would  not  you, 
AS  a  speculator,  have  been  desirous  of  purchasing  a  portion  of  it  ? 

'^  Answer.  You  are  aware  that  we  have  a  system  in  the  west,  which 
is  a  part  of  the  unwritten  law  of  the  land,  by  which  claim  associations 
are  formed  by  parties  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  each  other  at 
these  public  sales.  It  is  very  rare  that  government  land  ever  brings 
more  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre  at  public  sale. 

**  Question  1420.  Does  not  that  system  apply  mostly  to  those  claim- 
ing pre-emption  rights  ? 

"  Answer.     No,  sir. 

^^  Question  1421.  Is  it  considered  honorable  among  the  men  in  your 
Dountry  to  carry  out  such  a  system  where  there  are  no  pre-emption 
rights  ? 

*'  Answer.  It  is.  We  do  not  look  upon  the  government  as  a  land 
speculator.  Such  combinations  were  formed  at  the  time  a  portion  of 
this  reserve  was  sold  three  or  four  years  ago.  Claims  were  made  upon 
it,  and  the  parties  went  on  to  make  improvements.  An  association 
was  formed  by  the  parties  interested.  They  appeared  at  the  land 
Dffice  on  the  day  of  sale.  The  sale  was  conducted  quietly  and  without 
disturbance,  but  the  land  was  all  purchased  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter 
per  acre. 

"  Question  1422.  Were  you  ever  engaged  in  such  a  combination  ? 

"  Answer.  I  bid  off  a  part  of  that  land."  ^ 

The  Hon.  Henry  M.  Bice  testified  as  follows : 

''Question  2532  Had  the  land  been  advertised  and  sold  at  public 
auction,  what,  in  your  judgment,  and  from  your  knowledge  of  that 
oountry,  would  it  have  yielded  to  the  government  at  public  sale? 

"  Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  would  have  brought  more  than  the  mini- 
mum price  ;  I  am  satisfied  it  would  not^  for  I  advised  the  settlers 
about  there  to  go  in  and  buy  it.  I  favored  any  plan  which  would 
keep  it  out  of  the  hands  of  non-residents. 

''Question  2533.  While  you  disapproved  of  the  mode  of  sale,  is  it 
jrour  opinion  that  the  commissioners  adopted  the  mode  best  calculated 
to  promote  thepecuniary  interest  of  the  government? 

"  Answer.  TJndoubtedly  ;  there  is  no  question  about  it.  I  might 
have  done  the  same  had  I  been  appointed  commissioner  to  sell ;  but 
being  a  resident  in  that  immediate  region,  I  did  not  like  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  sold. 

"  Question  2534.  The  interest  you  felt,  as  I  understand  you,  was  an 
interest  in  behalf  of  the  people  rather  than  in  behalf  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  in  opposition  to  the  pecuniary  interests  of  the  government? 

"Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did  not  care  anything  about  the  government. 
I  would  rather  it  had  brought  fifty  cents  an  acre  than  what  it  did 
bring,  so  far  as  the  government  is  concerned.  I  think  the  public 
lands  should  be  held  in  trust  by  the  government  for  the  use  of  the 
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people,  and  I  do  not  think  it  proper  for  the  government  to  speculate 
in  them. 

'^Question  2556.  Did  you  inform  Major  Eastman  that  a  combina- 
tion would  be  formed  if  the  sale  was  made  in  a  public  manner? 

*'  Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  informed  him  or  not.  I  belie?ed 
there  would  be  one,  and  very  likely  I  told  him  so  at  the  time ;  H 
I  did,  it  was  prior  to  his  being  appointed  commissioner  to  sell,  or  prior 
to  my  knowing  of  his  appointment.  I  have  never  known  a  sale  to  take 
place  in  the  west  that  these  combinations  were  not  formed. 

^'  Question  2557.  If  the  sale  had  been  made  as  you  thoueht  it  onght 
to  have  been  made,  in  tracts  of  40  acres  each,  with  ample  time  and 
notice  given  to  purchasers,  do  yon  think  a  combination  could  have 
been  formed  that  would  have  forced  the  price  below  that  received  by 
the  government  for  it  ? 

**  Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  sale  of  which  I  have  spokon,  which  took 
place  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  was  advertised  in  many  of  the 
principal  papers  in  the  United  States  for  six  months. 

'^  Question  2558.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  that  was  claimed 
by  pre-emptors? 

'^  Answer.  That  was  on  the  west  side;  that  part  of  the  reserve  on 
the  east  side  of  the  river  was  sold  at  public  auction. 

^^  Question  2559.  Is  there  any  way  in  which  the  government  can 
make  sale  of  valuable  public  lands  without  encountering  these  com- 
binations? 

"  Answer.  It  is  very  difficult,  because,  if  they  are  encountered  rac- 
cessfuUy,  the  people  will  always  come  to  Congress  for  relief.  Fort 
Atkinson,  where  I  was  stationed  as  sutler,  cost  more  than  $100,000. 
It  was  sold  at  public  sale,  with  the  improvements.  The  improvements 
sold,  I  think,  for  about  $3,000  or  $4,000.  The  purchaser,  the  very 
next  session,  came  to  Congress  for  permission  to  enter  a  half  section  of 
land,  including  these  improvements,  for  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
acre,  and  it  was  granted. 

'^  Question  2560.  Have  you  any  special  reasons  for  supposing  a  com- 
bination would  have  been  formed  in  this  instance? 

^'  Answer.  I  have;  and  I  think  I  so  stated  in  a  communication  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  in  which  I  expressed  the  desire  that  the  tract 
should  be  sold  in  lots  of  40  acres  each,  so  as  to  enable  men  of  small 
means  to  purchase.  I  expressed  the  same  opinion  openly  on  all  occa- 
sions when  spoken  to  about  it ;  and  I  was  often  spoken  to  in  reference 
to  it  by  men  who  had  gone  and  made  the  improvements  which  had 
given  it  its  value  all  around  it.  I  wished  that  these  men  should  have 
an  opportunity  to  purchase. 

"  Question  2561.  Then  your  object  was  to  enable  your  neighbors  in 
that  vicinity  to  purchase  it  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre? 

*'  Answer.  It  was  my  object  to  enable  them  to  purchase  it  at  the 
lowest  price." 

Firancia  J.  BosseVy  ex-secretary  of  the  Territory  : 
"  Question  1088.  Is  it  your  opinion  that,  if  the  commissioners  had 
exposed  this  Port  Snelling  reservation  at  public  sale,  there  would  have 
been  combinations  which  would  have  brought  the  price  down  belof 
that  paid  for  it? 
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er.  I  am  satisfied  of  it — perfectly  satisfied  of  it." 
Medary,  esq. : 

ion  1749.  **  What,  in  your  opinion,  would  have  been  the  differ- 
bhe  results  had  they  advertised  that  land  and  sold  it  at  public 
made  the  sale  in  the  manner  they  did,  at  private  sale,  to  a 
^dividual  at  $90,000? 

er.  I  think  it  would  have  sold  for  comparatively  nothing  if  it 
a  sold  in  the  way  in  which  the  sales  usually  take  place  at  the 
ice. 

ion  1750.  Why,  in  your  judgment,  would  it  have  sold  for 
had  been  sold  at  public  sale  ? 

er.  There  is  generally  an  agreement  among  purchasers  to  get 
I  for  as  low  a  price  as  possible,  and  those  who  get  it  at  their 
ce  and  those  who  hold  their  tongues  are  paid  for  it.     Such 
lave  been  general  at  the  west.'' 
.  Donsman,  esq,  : 

ive  attended  a  great  many  sales  of  public  land,  and  it  has 
)  habit  in  that  country  to  form  combinations,  and  to  appoint 
I  to  bid  and  to  purchase  the  property  at  a  nominal  price,  and 
divide  it  up  among  all  who  formed  the  combination ;  it  has 
n  customary,  when  government  lands  were  to  be  sold  in  that 
*  squatters  to  go  upon  it ;  it  is  hard  to  get  them  off,  and  they 
sort  of  pre-emption  right.  I  presume  the  object  of  the  com- 
srs  was  to  avoid  anything  of  that  kind.'' 
.  CuUeUj  esq.y  superintendent  of  Indian  affairs  for  Minnesota : 
ion  1552.  *'  Can  you  give  to  this  committee  your  opinion  what 
probably  have  been  the  result  if  the  commissioners,  instead  of 
a  private  sale,  had  attempted  to  divide  it  up  into  small  par- 
1  have  sold  it  at  public  auction  ? 

er.  I  think  the  effect  would  have  been  that  they  would  pro- 
ive  got  from  fifteen  cents  to  |1  25  an  acre  for  it. 
ion  1553.  What  are  the  grounds  of  that  opinion  ? 
er.  Western  people  like  to  make  money,  and  there  is  a  good 
inanimity  of  feeling  among  them.     They  like  to  buy  property 
^p  and  they  do  not  bid  against  one  another  as  they  do  where 
ve  plenty  of  capital. ' ' 
son  Stoeetzer,  esq  ,  of  Minnesota : 

kion  886.  *^  In  view  of  these  combinations  which  you  say  have 
reduced  the  price  of  the  public  lands  when  exposed  at  public 
1  not  the  commissioners  of  the  government  act  with  Judgment, 
i  the  interests  of  the  government  were  concerned,  m  making 
this  land  at  $90,000,  its  value,  in  preference  to  running  the 
to  which  it  would  have  been  exposed  if  sold  at  public  sale  ? 
er.  I  think  so.  When  I  spoke  before  of  the  impropriety  of 
ig  of  the  reserve  at  private  sale,  it  was  from  the  peculiar  word- 
^our  question.  I  think,  as  far  as  the  matter  of  dollars  and 
concerned,  it  may  have  been  better  to  have  sold  it  at  private 
it  if  the  sale  had  been  public  it  would  have  saved  the  govern- 
Bcer  from  censure." 

)  are  other  witnesses  who  testify  to  the  same  practice  in  the 
it  we  pass  them  by  to  introduce  an  extract  from  the  evidence 
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Answer.  I  presume  I  could  ;  not  perhaps  the  whole  reser 
but  that  portion  of  it  on  which  my  buildings  are  situated^  at  a 
cheaper  rate. 

Question  1166.  Did  you  decline  entering  into  that  combinati 

Answer.  I  declined. 

Question  1164.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  if  this  reservati 
been  sold  at  public  auction  it  would  not  have  brought  as  mu( 
did  at  private  sale? 

Answer.  That  is  my  opinion. 

Question  1165.  Why  then  did  you  bid  for  it  at  private  sale,  i 
seeking  to  have  a  public  sale  made  of  it  ? 

Answer.  Because  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public  sale  I  migl 
been  deprived  of  purchasing  more  than  a  quarter  section,  o 
sub-division. 

Question  1166.  Explain  how  you  would  have  been  preventc 
purchasing  more  than  a  quarter  section  ? 

Answer.  I  should  have  been  prevented  by  the  combinatio 
would  have  been  formed. 

Question  1167.  Would  you  have  been  forced  to  join  such  a 
nation,  or  could  you  not  have  bid  upon  your  own  responsibilit; 

Answer.  I  should  have  been  forced  by  the  combination  that 
have  been  formed  to  comply  with  their  rules  and  regulations. 

Question  1168.  Why  would  you  have  been  forced  to  have  don( 

Answer.  For  fear  of  personal  violence.  If  the  committee  wi 
mit  me,  I  will  state  that  the  mode  of  sale  of  the  portion  whi 
struck  off  some  years  ago  was  provided  for  by  law  ot  Congress, 
the  law  had  passed  it  was  immediately  settled  upon,  after  whic 
people  held  meetings,  and  each  one  came  in  and  registered  tl 
sub-division  upon  which  he  had  located.  These  persons,  in  f 
an  association  of  this  kind,  agreed  to  protect  each  other  in  tl 
chase  of  their  respective  tracts  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  p< 
They  would  bind  themselves  to  protect  each  other,  and  if  any  si 
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lie  been  considered  no  longer  occupied  for  military  purposes,  and 
onld  have  been  located  upon  by  a  large  number  of  persons,  each 
limiog  his  legal  sub-division,  who  would  have  formed  a  combination 
milar  to  that  formed  when  the  other  portion  of  the  reserve  was  sold. 
The  commissioners  having  decided,  for  the  reasons  set  forth,  to  dis- 
m  of  the  property  at  private  in  preference  to  a  public  sale,  and  to 
11  the  entire  reserve  in  a  body,  they  opened  a  correspondence  with 
ranklin  Steele  for  its  sale.  We  can  see  nothing  in  the  preference 
m  shown  to  Mr.  Steele  which  should  subject  their  motives  to  any 
Bpidon.  To  one  of  the  commissioners,  Mr.  Heiskell,  it  seems  he 
18  an  entire  stranger.  With  the  other.  Major  Eastman,  he  was 
arcjely  upon  friendly  terms.  And  who  is  Franklin  Steele?  A  pioneer 
the  wilderness  and  one  of  the  earliest  settlers  west  of  the  Mississippi. 
B  is  a  gentleman  of  intelligence,  enterprise,  and  public  spirit,  of 
Imitted  pecuniary  responsibility,  and  of  acknowledged  integrity  and 
3ight  of  character.  But  the  commissioners,  in  their  official  report, 
^ve  so  clearly  disclosed  the  reasons  which  prompted  them  to  make- 
e  contract  of  sale  with  him,  that  we  shall  permit  them  to  speak  for 
emselves: 

*'  We  find  upon  the  reservation  extensive  improvements  made  by 
izens,  the  cost  of  which  cannot  be  less  than  $30,000 ;  they  date* 
ck  some  twenty  years.  And  we  also  find  that  they  are  aU  owned 
d  in  possession  of  the  post  sutler,  Franklin  Steele,  esq.  Many  of 
6  improvements  were  made  by  himself,  with  the  knowledge  and  con- 
at  of  the  officer  in  command  at  the  time.  He  has  a  large  and  ele- 
nt  dwelling,  with  houses  corresponding.  The  fort  is  so  situated  at 
e  junction  of  the  Mississippi  and  Minnesota  rivers,  that  a  ierry  for 
8  accommodation  of  the  fort,  across  each  river,  has  been  indispen- 
ble.  And  we  find  that  Mr.  Steele  was  authorized  to  establish  and 
lintain  said  ferries,  which  he  did ;  and  has,  for  years,  transported 
icers  and  men  and  munitions  of  war  across,  day  and  night,  free  of 
arge  to  the  government.  He  has  built  ferry-houses,  put  on  and 
nstantly  kept  boats  of  the  best  class,  and  had  men  constantly  in 
tendance.  He  has,  also,  built  a  warehouse.  There  is  a  large  and 
luable  stone  building  with  a  frame  addition,  making  an  extensive 
use,  which  has  been  furnished  and  used  as  a  hotel,  which  could  not 
ve  cost  less  than  $15,000.  The  stone  part  was  built  in  the  year 
37,  by  a  Mr.  Baker,  afterwards  sutler  at  Fort  Snelling ;  it  was  sold 
Kenneth  McEenzie,  esq.,  who,  in  1853,  put  on  the  extensive  addi- 
n  alluded  to— put  the  entire  building  in  good  order  and  furnished 
for  a  house  of  accommodation ;  Mr.  Steele  having  arranged  with 
r.  Kenneth  McKenzie  for  this  property,  and  secured  the  government 
)m  all  claims  from  this  source.  We  are  positive,  therefore,  in  say- 
g  that  Mr.  Steele  is  the  only  claimant  to  the  improvements  upon  the 
me  made  by  citizens. 

'^The  question  then  arose  as  to  the  improvements  made  by  Mr. 
eele.  We  could  not  admit  that  he  was  such  a  settler  as  would  come 
ider  your  instructions,  for  he  admitted  that  he  had  never  been  in- 
iced  to  believe  the  pre-emption  right  would  be  extended  to  him;  but 
e  could  not  conceal  the  fact  that  he  had  expended  in  improvements 
large  amount  of  money,  and  that  to  give  another  the  right  to  pur- 
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chase  the  reservation  would  effectually  compel  him  to  lose  all  he  had 
expended;  we  therefore  came  to  the  conclusion  that  justice  required 
us  to  give  Mr.  Steele  the  refusal  at  the  price  we  had  agreed  upon.  We 
accordingly  made  him  the  offer.  He  proposed  to  give  seventy-fire 
thousand  dollars,  ($75,000.)  We  informed  him  that  we  should  not 
dispose  of  it  for  a  less  sum  than  we  had  estimated  it  at,  viz:  $90,000, 
at  which  price  he  accepted  it,  and  we  closed  a  contract  for  the  same,  a 
copy  of  which  we  herewith  transmit  for  your  action  thereon." 

It  may  he  proper  here  to  state  that  at  the  time  the  contract  of  sale 
was  made  between  the  agents  of  the  government  and  Franklin  Steele, 
an  arrangement  existed  by  which  Dr.  Archibald  Graham,  of  Virginia, 
John  C.  Mather,  and  Richard  Schell  and  wife,  of  New  York,  were  to 
be  recognized,  in  conjunction  with  Mr.  Steele,  as  joint  owners  of  the 

})roperty  when  purchased  ;  their  respective  interests  were  arranged  as 
bllows :  Steele  to  be  entitled  to  one  full  third;  Graham,  Mather, 
Schell  and  wife,  the  remaining  two-thirds;  the  parties  to  pay  the 
purchase  money  in  proportion  to  their  interests  in  the  propertj. 
The  contract  was  made  with  Steele  alone^  and  the  proof  is  conclosije 
that  the  agents  of  the  government  were  ignorant  at  the  period  of  ita 
execution,  and  for  sometime  subsequent  thereto,  that  any  person  was 
concerned,  or  interested  in  this  purchase,  except  Franklin  Steele,  the 
individual  with  whom  the  contract  was  made. 

We  now  approach  the  last  question  arising  upon  this  evidence  which 
requires  our  examination,  that  relating  to  the  value  of  this  property 
and  the  price  at  which  it  was  sold. 

Was  it  sold  hy  ihe  commissionen  /or  an  inadequate  price  f 

All  who  have  any  recollection  of  the  defamatory  ptfWications  which, 
during  the  last  summer  and  fall,  followed  the  contract  of  sale,  will 
remember  how  pertinaciously  the  idea  w&t  sought  to  be  impressed 
upon  the  public  mind,  that  property  belongii^g  to  the  government 
worth  one  mUlion  and  a  half  of  dollars  had  l^»e»  i^ecfclessly  sacrificed 
for  the  sum  of  $90,000.  It  was  in  vain  that  a  correct  exposition  of 
the  true  value  of  this  property  was  submitted  to  the  public,  in  vain 
that  a  reference  was  made  to  all  the  previous  land  sales  of  the  country, 
and  the  fact  demonstrated,  that  this  reservation  bad'  sold  for  a 
higher  price  per  acre  than  any  parcel  of  public  land  had  ever  been 
■old  by  the  government,  except,  alone,  the  Fort  Dearborn  reserve, 
lying  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  city  of  Chicago  ;  bck  check 
eoula  be  given  to  the  remorseless  spirit  of  detraction,  and  the  public 
mind  continued  to  be  poisoned  by  the  repetition  of  the  grossest  repre- 
semtations  of  the  exaggerated  value  of  this  property.  At  the  opening 
of  Congress  a  committee  of  investigation  was  asked,  amongst  other 
matters,  to  ascertain  the  real  value  of  the  property,  and  that  commit^ 
tee  promptly  accorded.  In  the  progress  of  the  investigation  thua 
ordered,  thirty-four  witnesses  were  examined  touching  its  value,  of 
which  number  eight  only  have  expressed  the  opinion  that  it  sold  below 
its  true  value ;  tux)  have  testified  that  the  price  obtained  was  what 
the  property,  in  their  judgment,  was  fairly  worth ;  twenty-four  have 
expressed  the  opinion  that  it  sold  beyond  its  fair  value. ' 
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That  there  should  have  heen  found  some  individuals  ready  to  place 
an  extravagant  estimate  upon  the  Fort  Snelling  property  is  not  at  all 
remarkahle.     It  is  well  known  that  even  in  the  ola  and  well  settled 
States,  where  property  has  acquired  a  fixed  and  stable  value,  a  liti- 
gated case  rarely  arises  before  the  courts  involving  the  value  of  a 
piece  of  property,  and  especially  if  the  passions  and  feelings  of  a 
neighborhood  have  become  at  all  excited  in  relation  to  it,  that  a  most 
striking  discrepancy  of  opinion  may  not  be  observed.     How  much 
more  might  this  be  expected  to  be  the  case  in  a  newly  settled  Territory, 
where  the  value  of  all  property  is,  in  a  great  measure,  speculative — 
where  time  has  not  yet  established  any  standard  by  which  its  real 
worth  may  be  accurately  adjudged,  and  where,  in  this  general  con- 
dition of  incertitude,  the  mind  vibrates  from  one  extreme  to  the  other 
with  every  development  calculated  to  excite  hope  or  despondency. 
Still  more  might  the  wildest  extravagance  of  opinion  be  anticipated 
where  the  subject  of  the  inquiry  is  a  property  so  situated  as  to  lead  to 
the  impression,  upon  sanguine  and  imaginative  minds,  that  it  may, 
at  some  future  day,  be  the  site  of  a  prosperous  city.     Town  and  city 
locations  are  capital  prizes  in  the  grand  lottery  of  western  land 
speculation.     The  rapidity  with  which  cities  have  sprung  up,  as  by 
enchantment,  in  some  favored  spot  upon  the  lakes  or  upper  Missis- 
sippi,  the  sudden    and  enormous  wealth   which   individuals  have 
acquired  by  their  successful  location,  have  had  their  usual  effect,  to 
inflame  the  imagination  and  to  direct  all  thoughts  to  the  same  modes 
of  profitable  investment.     Scarcely  a  locality  can  now  be  found  on 
lake  or  river,  or  other  water  course,  that  its  deluded  proprietor  does 
not  fondly  dream  that  it  may,  at  some  future  day,  prove  the  site  of  a 
flourishing  city. 

It  18  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  some  of  the  witnesses  examined 
in  this  case,  seeing  the  rapid  growth  of  such  places  as  St.  Paul,  Mine- 
apolis,  and  St.  Anthony,  and  imagining  that  Fort  Snelling  possesses 
equal  or  superior  advantages  for  a  city,  have,  in  their  evidence,  ex- 
pressed an  extravagant  opinion  of  its  value.  There  are  many  facts 
connected  with  Fort  Snelling  to  favor  such  a  delusion.  Its  situation 
at  the  junction  of  the  Minnesota  and  Mississippi  rivers — the  impres- 
sion for  many  years  entertained  that  such  would  be  its  future  destiny — 
lis  beautiful  location,  its  picturesque  and  striking  scenery,  tbe  govern- 
ment buildings  presenting  to  the  eye  a  city  in  embryo,  were  well 
calculated  to  dazzle  the  imagination  and  blind  them  to  the  irreversible 
realilies  around  it. 

It  will  thus  be  seen,  by  an  inspection  of  the  accompanying  evidence, 
that  whatever  substantial  diversities  are  to  be  seen  in  the  testimony 
of  the  witnesses  bearing  upon  the  value  of  the  property  results  mainly 
from  the  impression  which  they  have  respectively  received  as  to  its 
eligibility  as  a  site  for  a  city,  and  believing  such  to  be  its  ftiture  des- 
tiny, they  think  that  element  in  its  speculative  value  was  not  suffi- 
cientlv  considered  by  the  commissioners  in  the  price  asked  and  ob- 
taiDed  for  the  property. 

The  undersigned  being  without  the  beneflt  of  any  personal  know- 
ledge of  the  locality  in  question,  and  not  being  gifted  with  the  prophet's 
wand  to  remove  the  curtain  which  conceals  the  future,  will  not  venture 
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to  express  a  personal  judgment  as  to  what  may  be  the  future  destiny 
of  this  point  at  the  confluence  of  the  Minnesota  and  Mississippi  rivers. 
But  if,  upon  an  occasion  like  the  present,  they  are  to  be  controlled  in 
their  opinions  by  the  testimony  laid  before  them,  they  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  saying  that  both  the  weight  of  opinion  und  the  weight  of 
facts  largely  preponderate  against  the  idea  that  the  Fort  Snelling  re- 
serve can  ever  be  the  site  of  a  city. 

The  witnesses  who  have  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  value  of  the 
reserve  is  enhanced  by  the  advantages  of  its  position  as  a  town  site 
are  Hon.  Robert  Smith,  M.  C.  Smith,  Adam  D.  Stuart,  T.  C.  Hall, 
T.  B.  8.  Todd,  Cyrus  Aldrich,  Captain  George  Thorn,  Captain  T.  H. 
Simpson,  and  Matthew  Johnson. 

The  witnesses  who  think  that  difficulties  of  an  insuperable  character 
exist  to  its  becoming  the  site  of  a  city   are  the  Hon.  S.  A.  Douglas, 
Hon.  H.  M.  Rice,  Hon.  Charles  E.Stuart,  Hon.  Geo.L.  Becker,  Colonel 
Lorenzo  Thoma»,  U.  S.  A.,  Colonel  Francis  Lee,  U.  8.  A.,  Hezekiah 
CuUom,  Madison  Sweetzer,  Alex.  C.  Jones,  G.  B.  Clitherall,  Thomas 
Moncure,  Francis   J.  Rosser,  Captain  J.  A.  Whithall,    U.  S.  A., 
Wm.   J.   Cullen,  H.  L.  Dousman,  J.  W.  Lynde,  S.  A.  Medarj,  A. 
M.  Fridley,  B.  W.  Brisbois,  Chas.  H.  Oaks,  Wm.   H.  Forbes,  aod 
G^o.  Culver.     The  grounds  for  their  opinions,  set  forth  by  these  last 
named  witnesses,  strike  us  as  conclusive. 

The  Fort  Snelling  reserve  is  situated  about  six  miles  north  of  St. 
Paul,  arrowing  and  flourishing  city  of  15,000  inhabitants,  and  about 
eight  miles  south  of  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis,  two  prosperous 
manufacturing  towns,  each  with  a  population  at  this  time  of  from 
eight  to  ten  thousand  inhabitants.  Whatever  may  have  been  the  ad- 
vantages of  Fort  Snelling  as  a  site  for  a  city,  we  concur  with  the  Hon. 
Stephen  A.  Douglas,  *^  that  it  is  now  too  late  to  start  a  new  town  so 
near  to  those  with  a  hope  of  fairly  competing  with  them.  The  re- 
servation is  too  near  those  other  towns  to  become  their  rival,  and  too 
far  off  to  be  laid  out  as  an  addition  to  either  of  them." 

Many  of  the  other  witnesses  exhibit  facts  which,  to  a  great  extent, 
destroy  the  idea  that  its  natural  position  ever  adapted  it  for  a  town. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Bice  states  : 

'^  In  the  early  days  of  the  settlement  of  that  region  the  only  boatfl 
which  ran  upon  the  Upper  Mississippi  were  the  smallest  class.  When 
the  Gttlena  packets  commenced  running  in  connexion  with  the  rail- 
road they  were  unable  to  get  above  St.  Paul  in  low  water,  and  that 
very  fact  lowered  the  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling  property  in  the  public 
estimation  more  than  anything  else." 

Again  he  says  : 

*'  In  the  summer  of  1849  I  left  there.  I  then  had  my  depot  imme- 
diately across  the  Minnesota  river,  and  for  two  or  three  months  of  the 
summer  of  1848  steamboats  were  unable  to  get  up  there.  They  could 
go  a  short  distance  above  St.  Paul,  but  they  could  not  get  up  to  that 
point.  I  was  then  an  owner  in  some  of  the  boats  which  ran  up  there. 
They  landed  my  freight  three  or  four  miles  below  the  fort,  and  I  had 
to  send  down  flat  boats  at  a  heavy  expense  to  take  it  to  Mendota.  I 
I  then  requested  the  officers  of  the  boats  to  inform  me  what  was  the 
highest  practicable  point  of  navigation  for  large  class  boats.    Thej 
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made  an  examination,  and  then  informed  me  that  what  is  now  known 
as  the  upper  landing  of  St.  Paal  was  the  highest  point  of  navigation 
for  large  class  hoats  in  low  water ;  and  though  I  had  huildinss  at 
Mendota,  with  Mr.  Sibley,  I  removed  down  the  river  and  started  mj 
depot  at  St.  Paul.  I  bought  a  portion  of  what  is  now  St.  Paul,  and 
paid,  I  think,  two  dollars  an  acre  for  it,  and  put  up  my  store-houses 
there." 

Let  us  now  examine  and  compare  the  evidence  bearing  upon  the 
question  of  the  value  of  this  property. 

Major  Easlmanj  who  made  a  survey  of  it,  fixes  the  quantity  in  the 
reserve  at  7,500  acres,  of  which  1,000  acres  he  states  is  water  and 
irreclaimable  marsh,  such  as,  under  the  swamp  land  act,  would  pass 
by  donation  from  the  government  to  the  State,  leaving  but  6,500  acres 
fit  for  cultivation  or  use  of  any  kind.  This,  at  $90,000,  the  price  for 
which  it  was  sold,  was  equal  to,  or  within  a  few  cents  of,  |14  per  acre. 

Hon.  Robert  Smith  states  that  he  would  have  given  four  times  the 

Erice  for  which  it  was  sold.  The  honorable  gentleman  admits  that 
e  has  rather  a  mania  for  land,  and  we  think  his  friends,  after  reading 
the  accompanying  evidence,  will  find  reason  to  congratulate  him  that 
he  was  prevented  by  circumstances  from  going  the  *' extent  of  his 
pile,"  and  of  investing  all  his  Illinois  property  in  the  purchase  upon 
such  terms. 

M.  C.  Smith  thinks  it  was  worth  |25  per  acre  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses ;  but,  considering  its  advantages  as  a  town  site,  he  estimates  its 
value  at  $400,000. 

Gyrus  Aldrich  thinks  it  was  worth  |20  an  acre  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses ;  but,  considering  its  advantages  as  a  town  site,  he  estimates  its 
value  at  from  forty  to  fifty  dollars  an  acre. 

Captain  George  Them  says  the  property  could  have  been  sold  so  as 
to  have  brought  $150,000,  and  pernaps  more. 

HUieary  B.  Hancock  estimates  its  value  at  $200,000. 

Captain  James  H.  Simpson  thinks  that  portions  of  it  would  have 
flold  at  $200  an  acre,  and  none  of  it  less  than  $20  per  acre. 

J.  C.  Hall  supposes,  on  an  average,  the  land  worth  $15  or  $20  an 
acre. 

These  are  all  of  the  witnesses  who  testify  to  a  value  exceeding  that 
for  which  it  was  sold  by  the  commissioners. 

Hezekiah  S.  CuUom  supposes  it  was  worth  something  more  than  $11 
per  acre. 

J.  G.  McVeigh:  "From  my  knowledge  of  the  land,  I  think  it 
sold  for  full  as  much  as  it  was  worth.  I  do  not  think  it  will  bring 
that  now." 

Madison  Sweetzer:  "I  do  not  think  it  was  worth  more  than  $90,000. 
The  question  has  frequently  been  asked,  and  I  have  always  said  I 
never  would  give  $90,000  for  it.  I  would  not  give  that  to-day.  If  I 
had  the  money  I  would  not  purchase  it  for  $60,000." 

Alexander  C.  Jones:  *'Take  the  whole  tract  together  I  would  not 
think  it  worth  more  than  $6  or  $7  an  acre. 

Andrew  EUyson:  **The  land  sold  for  more  than  I  would  pay  for  it." 

O.  B.  Gliiherall  fixes  the  "value  of  the  tract,  after  a  careM  estimate 
of  its  different  soils  and  capabilities,  at  $55,000." 
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Thomaa  Moncure  ;  '^  I  think  the  price  paid  for  it  its  full  valne.  If 
I  had  been  the  purchaser  I  would  not  have  paid  that  much  for  it." 

Francis  T,  Bosser:  "  I  would  not  like  to  give,  even  for  purposes  of 
speculation,  more  than  |7  or  |8  an  acre." 

Hon.  George  L.  Becker :  "  I  should  think  it  would  hardly  be  con- 
sidered worth  more  than  |8,  |10,  or  $12  an  acre." 

Captain  J.  A.  WJiithaU:  '*!  do  not  consider  the  land  worth  the 
price  given  for  it.  I  said  at  the  time  it  was  the  best  sale  of  govern- 
ment land  I  had  ever  heard  of." 

W.  T.  CuUen:  "  I  expressed  my  opinion  to  Mr.  Steele,  at  the  time 
the  sale  was  made,  that  I  thought  it  sold  for  all  it  was  worth,  and  that 
he  would  never  get  his  money  back ;  and  I  have  not  changed  that 
opinion  in  the  least." 

Colonel  Francis  Lee,  U,  S.  A. :  *'  I  think  they  paid  a  plenty  for  it." 

H.  L,  Dousman ;  *'  I  thought  they  got  a  fair  price.  I  told  Steele 
at  the  time  that  he  gave  about  what  it  was  worth." 

J.  W.  Lynde  thought  it  was  worth  "  from  |8  to  $10  an  acre." 

S.  A.  Medary  thinks  the  average  value  from  $8  to  |14  an  acre." 

A.  31 ,  Fridley :  *'  Worth  now  about  $5  per  acre  ;  at  time  of  sale 
about  |10  per  acre." 

B.  W.  Brishois  **  estimates  it  from  $10  to  1 12  per  acre." 
Charles  H.  Oaks:  *'I  think  $90,000  was  more  than  the  land  was 

worth,  and  I  so  stated  at  the  time  of  sale." 

Wm.  H.  Forbes  *'  estimated  value  at  between  $12  and  $15  per  acre 
at  time  of  sale." 

J.  E.  Fletcher :  '*  I  considered  the  land  worth  $12  50  per  acre." 

George  Culver:  **  Ten  dollars  per  acre  would  be  a  fair  price  for  the 
whole  property." 

Hon.  H.  M.  Bice  **  supposes,  as  a  whole,  it  was  worth  $3  or  $4  per 
acre." 

Hon.  S.  A.  Douglas :  ''  I  would  not  estimate  the  land  at  more  than 
$10  per  acre." 

Hon.  Charles  E.  Stuart  *'  thinks  the  commissioners  acted  wisely  ia 
selling  the  entire  tract  at  $90,000." 

Wm.  K.  Heiskdl  ^'  thinks  it  sold  beyond  its  true  value." 

Major  Eastman:  *'  Since  the  sale  I  have  thought  we  got  too  much 
for  it.  I  have  made  many  inquiries,  and  have  come  to  that  oondu- 
sion  from  the  inquiries  as  to  the  price  of  land  in  that  country." 

Upon  this  evidence  the  undersigned,  as  impartial  judges  of  the  fact, 
can  reach  no  other  conclusion  than  that  this  property  sold  at  its  foil 
and  fair  value,  and  that  this  is  one  of  the  rare  instances  in  our  histoiT 
where  the  government,  in  parting  with  any  portion  of  the  puUic 
domain,  has  realized  a  price  approximating  the  true  value  of  the 
property. 

The  undersigned  conclude  their  report  by  submitting  the  following 
resolution  as  a  substitute  for  the  resolutions  recommended  by  Ae 
majority  of  the  committee  : 

Besolved.  That  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling,  having  been  made  by  the  Secretary  of  War^  imder  tiie 
direction  of  the  rresident  of  the  United  States,  in  strict  confonnitj 
to  law,  and  the  evidence  reported  by  the  Select  Committee  having 
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d  to  exhibit  any  fact  or  circumstance  tending,  in  the  slightest 
"66,  to  impeach  the  fairness  of  the  sale  or  the  integrity  of  any  of 
officers  or  agents  of  the  government  concerned  in  the  same,  or  to 
bit  any  fact  or  circumstance  which  should  make  the  said  sale  a 
ter  subject  for  the  opinion  and  action  of  this  House,  it  is  ordered 
the  committee  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
subject,  and  that  the  repprt  of  the  said  committee  be  laid  upon 
table. 

CHAS.  JAS.  FAULKNER. 

H.  C.  BURNETT. 
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THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE 


nder  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  dated  Jamtary  4, 1858, 
to  investifjate  the  facts  and,  circumstaiices  connected  tvith  the  sale  of  the 
miliiary  reservation  at  Fort  SneUimj, 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  COMMHTEE. 

Henry  C.  Burnett,  of  Kentucky  ; 
Isaac  N.  Morris,  of  Illinois : 
Justin  N.  Morrill,  of  Vermont  ; 
Charles  J.  Faulkner,  of  Virginia; 
John  U.  Pettit,  of  Indiana, 


THURSDAY,  January  7,  1857. 

The  committee  met  in  the  room  of  tlie  Committee  for  the  District 
f  Columbia.     Present,  all  the  member.'*. 

The  following  communication  wa>»  transmitted  from  tlie  Clerk  of 
he  House  of  Representatives  : 

*»THIRTY-nBTII  CONGRESS.  FIRST  SESSION. 
'*C0NfiR?:SS   or   THE  UNITED  STATES. 

*In  the  House  of  Representatives, 

January  4,  1858. 

'Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  members  be  appointed  by  the 
speaker  to  investigate  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  connected  with 
ie  late  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling,  the  manner 
Q  which  the  said  sale  was  made,  to  whom  made,  the  consideration 
'aid,  the  terms  of  payment,  whether  the  price  paid  or  agreed  to  be 
^d  Avas  adequate  or  not ;  and  whether  the  said  reservation,  at  the 
^e  of  the  said  sale,  Avas  longer  wanted  for  the  public  service  ;  and  that 
id  committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers  and  ad- 
inister  oaths  to  witnesses  ;  and  that  said  committee  have  leave  to 
port  at  any  time. 
''Ordered,  That  Mr.  Henry  C.  Burnett,  of  Kentucky;  Mr.  Isaac 
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N,  Morris,  of  Illinois  ;  Mr.  Justin  S.  Morrill,  of  Vermont ;  Mr.  Chas. 
J.  Faulkner,  of  Virginia,  and  Mr.  John  U.  Pettit,   of  Indiana,  be 
appointed  the  said  committee. 
**  Attest: 

'J.   C.  ALLEN, 

''Clerk:' 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Faulkner,  the  following  resolutions  were  adopted: 

Resolved,  That  the  chairman  of  this  committee  be  instructed  to 
address  a  communication  to  tlie  Hon.  John  B.  Floyd,  Secretary  of 
War,  requesting  him  to  transmit  to  this  committee  copies  of  all  letters, 
instructions,  and  other  papers  in  his  department  relating  to  the  recent 
sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling. 

He-solved,  That  the  chairman  of  this  committee  be  instructed  to 
address  a  letter  to  Hon.  Robert  Smith,  of  Illinois,  requesting  him  to 
present  this  committee  with  the  names  of  all  such  persons  as,  in  his 
opinion,  or  from  information  communicated  to  him,  would  throw  light 
upon  any  matter  of  fraud  or  corruption  or  impropriety  connected 
with  the  sale  of  said  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  ;  also,  to 
appear  in  person,  if  desired  by  him,  and  otherwise  in  all  respects  to 
lay  before  the  committee  any  facts  or  information  bearing  upon  the 
same. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  to  meet  on  call  of  chairman. 


WEDNESDAY,  January  13,   1858. 

The  committee  met  at  10  o*  clock  a.  m.  Present,  Messrs.  Morrill, 
Faiilkner,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  copy  of  letters  addressed 
by  him  to  Hon.  Robert  Smith  and  Hon.  John  B.  Floyd,  in  compliance 
with  the  instructions  given  by  the  committee  at  its  last  meeting ;  also 
a  communication  from  Hon.  Robert  Smith,  furnishing  the  names  of 
certain  persons  able  to  give  information  upon  the  subject-matter  of 
the  investigation,  and  informing  the  committee  that  he  would  appear 
before  them  as  a  witness  at  such  time  as  they  should  designate. 

Ordered,  That  the  chairman  be  instructed  to  report  a  resolution  to 
the  House,  authorizing  the  committee  to  employ  a  stenographer  for 
such  time  as  they  may  require  his  services. 

The  committee  adjourned  to  meet  on  call  of  chairman. 


SATURDAY,  January  16,  1858. 

The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.     Present,  all  thememben. 
The  following  resolution  was  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Hoiwe 
of  Representatives,  viz  : 
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**  thirty-fifth  congress,  first  session. 

''  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

'•In  House  of  Representatives. 

**  On  motion  of  Mr.  Burnett, 

^^  Resolved,  That  the  select  committee  appointed  to  investigate  the 
'acts  and  circumstances  attending  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation 
it  Fort  Snelling,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  authorized  to  employ  a  com- 
petent stenographer,  at  a  reasonable  compensation,  for  such  length 
)f  time  as  the  committee  may  require  his  services. 
*' Attest: 

"J.   C.  ALLEN, 

''Clerkr' 

Ordered,  That  Francis  H.  Smith  be  appointed  stenographer  of  the 
committee. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  the 
chief  clerk  of  the  War  Department,  stating  that  the  information  asked 
for  by  the  committee  would  be  promptly  furnished. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Morrill,  tlie  following  resolutions  were  adopted : 

Resolved,  That  all  testimony  and  all  communications,  relating  in 
any  manner  to  the  subject  which  this  committee  was  appointed  to  in- 
vestigate, shall  be  treated  as  strictly  confidential,  and  withheld  from 
all  persons  whatsoever,  outside  of  the  committee,  until  all  the  facts 
€ind  testimony  in  the  case  shall  have  been  received. 

Resolved,  That  if  any  evidence  shall  be  submitted  to  this  com- 
mittee implicating  any  person  not  a  member  of  Congress,  a  copy  of 
the  same,  when  fully  completed,  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  party  im- 
plicated, and  an  opportunity  granted  to  rebut  the  same,  and  of  meet- 
ing the  witnesses  face  to  face. 

Mr.  Morris  presented  the  following  resolution,  which  was  laid  over 
lor  future  consideration,  viz  : 

Resdved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  respectfully 
Tequested  to  withhold  the  issuing  of  the  patent  for  the  Fort  Snel- 
ling  reservation  until  this  committee  closes  its  labors  and  the  House 
set  upon  their  report ;  and  that  the  chairman  communicate  a  copy  of 
4hig  resolution  to  him. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  chairman  be  requested  to  a?<k  the  Secretary  of 
^ar  to  transmit  a  copy  of  the  contract  for  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling 
Reservation,  map  of  its  survey,  the  kind,  value,  and  extent  of  im- 
provements made  on  it  by  the  government  or  by  private  persons  ;  the 
report  of  the  agents  of  the  government  to  the  department  on  the  sub- 
ject of  said  sale,  the  amount  of  payment  to  the  government  on  account 
of  it,  when  made,  and  the  act  and  time  of  confirmation,  and  the  whole 
construction  account  of  the  fort,  made  by  the  department,  up  to  the 
time  of  sale  ;  and  that  he  be  further  requested  to  communicate  letters, 
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or  other  information,  from  officers  connected  with  the  military  service, 
made  before  the  sale,  in  regard  to  its  propriety. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Monday  next,  at  half-past  9 
o'clock  a.  m. 

MONDAY,  J^^NUARY  18,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

The  journal  of  Saturday  was  corrected  by  the  insertion  of  the  fol- 
lowing order  : 

' '  On  motion  of  Mr.  Morris, 

"•  Orderedy  That  the  committee  adjourn,  and  that  at  its  next  meeting, 
after  receiving  the  information  called  for  from  the  Secretary  of  War, 
it  shall  proceed  to  examine  the  commissioners  who  made  the  sale  of 
Port  Snelling  and  the  gentlemen  who  made  the  purchase  of  that 
reservation.'' 

Mr,  Paulkner  submitted  a  resolution  that,  inasmuch  as  the  Hon. 
Robert  Smith,  of  Illinois,  had  originated  this  inquiry  in  the  House,  it 
was  du(»,  both  to  him  and  to  this  committee,  that  he  should  now  appear 
before  us  and  state  all  the  facts  find  circumstances  which,  in  his 
opinion,  had  rendered  it  a  proper  subject  of  congressional  inquiry ; 

Which  was  postponed  for  the  present. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit,  the  committee  then  proceeded  to  execute 
the  order  made  on  Saturday  for  the  examination  of  witnesses. 

Major  Seth  Eastman  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

1'he  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


TUESDAY,  January  19,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  the 
Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  copies  of  all  letters,  instructions,  and 
other  papers  relating  to  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at 
Fort  Snelling,  in  compliance  with  the  resolution  of  the  committee  of 
the  9th  instant. 

Dr.  A.  Graham  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit, 

Orckred,  That  a  subpoena  for  John  C.  Mather,  Richard  Schell,  and 
Archibald  Graham,  divces  tecum^  be  issued. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  tonmorrow,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


WEDNESDAY,  January  20,  1868. 

The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.     Present,  Messrs.  Morrill, 
Paulkner,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 
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The  examination  of  Dr.  A.  Graham  was  concluded  for  the  present. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Faulkner, 

Besolved,  by  the  select  committee  appointed  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  investigate  the  facts  and  circumstances  attending  the 
sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling,  That  the  chairman 
of  this  committee  be  directed  to  request  the  Hon.  Richard  Schell  and 
John  C.  Mather  to  appear  before  this  committee,  to  give  testimony, 
and  bring  with  them  any  contract,  or  copy  of  contracts,  between 
them,  as  part  owners  of  said  military  reservation,  with  Dr.  A.  Graliam 
and  Franklin  Steele,  or  other  parties,  either  made  before  the  contract 
of  purchase  from  the  government  or  since. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


THURSDAY,  January  21,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

The  examination  of  Major  Seth  Eastman  was  resumed  and  con- 
cluded for  the  present. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


MONDAY,  Jancary  25,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
Uiembers. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  the 
Secretary  of  War,  in  response  to  a  resolution  passed  by  the  committee 
On  the  16th  instant,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  Hon.  H.  M. 
Rice,  recommending  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  and  the  report  of  the 
Quartermaster  General  thereon  ;  also  a  map  of  Fort  Snelling  reser- 
vation. 

Colonel  Lorenzo  Thomas  and  H.  S.  McCollum  appeared,  and  were 
Examined  before  the  committee  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Wednesday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


TUESDAY,  January  26,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,   all  the 
Members. 

Hon.  Robert  Smith  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Friday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m, 
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FRIDAY,  January  29,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

General  Thomas  S.  Jesup  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  examination  of  Hon.  R.  Smith  was  resumed  and  concluded. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Morris,  it  was 

Beadved,  That  the  chairman  of  this  committee  call  upon  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  and  Secretary  of  War  and  request  that 
no  title  shall  be  executed  to  the  parties  making  purchase  of  the  mil- 
itary reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  until  this  committee  shall  have 
closed  its  investigation  and  the  House  shall  have  acted  thereon. 

Ordered^  That  tlie  chairman  be  requested  to  request  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  furnish  the  committee  with  the  information  heretofore 
called  for  by  the  committee,  but  not  received  by  them,  at  his  earliest 
convenience. 

The  committee  adjourned  to  meet  on  call  of  the  chairman. 


WEDNESDAY,  February  3,  1858. 

The  committee  met  at  10  o^  clock  a.  m.     Present,   all  the  members. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from 
the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  certain  papers  from  the  Quarter- 
master General  in  response  to  the  resolution  of  the  committee  of 
January  16,  1858. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit,  it  was 

Besdved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  by  the  chair- 
jTian  to  communicate  further  to  this  committee  the  proposition  to 
purchase  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  made  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Rice 
and  Franklin  Steele,  referred  to  in  the  reply  of  General  Jesup  trans- 
mitted to  the  committee  on  yesterday  ;  a  copy  of  the  report  of  Colonel 
Thomas  to  General  Scott  on  the  propriety  of  making  the  sale  ;  a  copy 
of  the  letter  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Smith,  addressed  to  him  in  April  last, 
on  the  subject  of  said  sale,  together  with  his  answer  thereto,  and 
with  propositions  made  by  other  persons  before  or  after  the  enact- 
ment authorizing  said  sale,  and  his  answers  thereto  ;  and  also  the 
construction  account  for  said  fort  for  a  term  of  five  years  previous  t(i 
said  sale,  specifying  its  particulars  by  date. 

The  Hon.  J.  C.  Mather  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  9  o'clock  a.  m. 


THURSDAY,  February  4,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  all  tho 
members. 

J.  G.  McVeigh  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  Faulkner,  the  following  resolution  was  adopted : 

Whereas  the  progress  of  our  investigation  in  this  committee  has 
been  much  delayed  by  the  failure  of  the  witnesses  subpoenaed  to  be  in 
attendance  in  obedience  to  the  summons  served  upon  them,  although 
it  is  known  that  many  of  them  are  now  in  the  city — 

Beacivedy  That  hereafter  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  clerk  every 
morning,  immediately  after  reading  the  minutes  of  the  preceding  day, 
to  call  over  the  names  of  the  witnesses  who  have  reported  their 
presence  in  the  city  ;  and  if  they  shall  fail  to  be  in  attendance  when 
their  names  are  so  called,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  clerk,  in  making 
up  their  accounts,  to  omit  their  per  diem  for  each  day  they  are  thus 
found  to  be  absent  from  the  committee  room. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  nine  o'clock 
a.  m. 


FRIDAY,  Fbbruabt  5,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Faulkner,  Morris,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

After  the  reading  of  the  journal  of  yesterday,  the  roll  of  witnesses 
was  called  and  none  found  present. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  next,  at  half-past  9  o'clock 
«.  m. 


MONDAY,  Februabt  8,  1858. 


The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

Hon.  Richard  Schell  and  Madison  Sweetzer  appeared,  and  were  ex* 
amined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  9  o'clock 
«•  m. 


TUESDAY,  Fbbruabt  9,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  tlie 
members. 

A.  G.  Jones  and  Colonel  A.  D.  Stewart  appeared,  and  were  exam* 
Ined  as  witnesses. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Morrill,  it  was 

JBeedhedy  That,  from  evidence  before  the  committee,  it  would  appear 
that  letters  were  addressed  by  the  Hon.  Robert  Smith  and  by  Mr. 
Seynolds,  late  district  attorney  of  Missouri,  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
Bslnng  for  information  as  to  the  time  and  manner  of  the  sale  of  Fort 
Snellmg  reservation,  which  letters  do  not  appear  in  the  papers  thus 
far  transmitted,  and  that  the  chairman  be  requested  to  procure  tha 
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same,  and  also  copies  of  all  other  letters  on  the  subject,  with  the 
replies  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  if  any,  thereto. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Faulkner,  it  was 

Beaohed,  That  the  chairman  of  the  conmiittee  address  a  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  requesting  him  to  inform  this  committee 
of  the  quantity  of  land  separated  from  the  Port  Snelling  reservation  by 
the  act  of  the  26th  of  August,  1852  ;  when  the  land  was  sold;  by 
whom,  and  at  what  price. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


WEDNESDAY,  February  10,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs. 
Morrill,  Faulkner,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Andrew  Ellison,  J.  C.  Hall  and  C.  B.  Clitherall  appeared,  and  were 
examined  as  witnesses. 

'  The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  the 
Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  copies  of  papers  on  file  in  the  depart- 
ment, in  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  committee  of  the  3d  instant. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  9  o'clock 
a.  m. 


THURSDAY,  February  11,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morris,  Morrill,  Faulkner,  and  Pettit. 

General  Winfield  Scott,  General  Persifor  F.  Smith,  Thomas  Moncure, 
nnd  J.  Traverse  Bosser  appeared,  and  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Saturday  next,  at  half-past  9  o'doel 
a.  m. 


SATURDAY,  Februart  13,  1858. 

'  The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit,  it  was 

Jteadved^  That  the  chairman  request  the  Secretary  of  War  to  com- 
municate to  the  committee  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  John 
C.  Mather  to  make  examination  of  the  military  reservation,  at  Fori 
Bipley,  the  recommendations  on  which  his  appointment  was  made, 
the  particular  duties  with  which  he  was  charged,  instructions  given 
hiin,  and  his  official  report  to  the  department,  together  with  his  accouBt 
for  services  and  the  amount  audited. 

No  witnesses  appearing,  the  committee  adjourned  until  Mond^ 
Bext,  at  half-past  9  o'clock  a.  m. 
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MONDAY,  February  15,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

General  Th.  S.  Jesup  appeared,  and  was  examined  further  as  « 
witness. 

Franklin  Steele  also  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  conmiittee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  9  o'clock  a.  m» 


TUESDAY,  February  16,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

The  examination  of  Franklin  Steele  was  continued. 

M.  G.  Smith  and  Capt.  J.  B.  S.  Todd  appeared,  and  were  examined 
as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  9  o'clock. 


WEDNESDAY,  February  17,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

Hon.  George  L.  Becker,  Cyrus  Aldrich,  Lieutenant  Richard  C. 
Drum,  Oaptain  J.  A.  Whitall  and  W.  J.  Cullen  appeared,  and. were 
examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Friday  next,  at  9  o'clock  a.  m. 


FRIDAY,  Fbbruary  19,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morrill  and  Pettit. 

No  quorum  being  present,  the  committee  adjourned  to  meet  upon 
the  call  of  the  chairman. 


TUESDAY,  February  23,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  the  call  of  the  chairman.  Present, 
all  the  members. 

W.  J.  Cullen,  Captain  Qeorge  Thomas,  Colonel  Francis  Lee,  Major 
H.  L.  Dousman,  J.  W.  Lynde  and  S.  A.  Medary  appeared,  and  were 
examined  as  witnesses. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  written  answer  of  Hon 
S.  A.  Douglas  i  1  the  questions  which  were  sent  to  him. 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  Morrill,  it  was 

Beaclved,  That  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Hon.  Paul  Dillingham,  of 
Vermont,  dated  May  1,  1857,  having  been  transmitted  to  us  among 
other  documents,  it  is  due  to  the  writer,  and  also  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  to  whom  the  letter  was  directed,  that  the  reply  to  the  same,  if 
any,  should  appear  on  our  records,  and,  therefore,  the  chairman  be 
requested  to  procure  an  authenticated  copy  of  any  such  reply  as 
aforesaid  at  the  earliest  moment. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit,  it  was 

Besdved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  communicate 
the  instructions  of  that  department  connected  with  the  sale  of  the 
Fort  Dearborn  reservation  ;  the  kind  and  quantity  of  land  then  con- 
nected with  that  fort ;  the  proceedings  and  reports  of  the  oflBcers  in 
charge  ;  the  manner  and  size  of  the  subdivisions  in  which  it  was 
offered,  and  the  prices  of  the  particular  lots,  and  the  aggregate  price 
derived  from  the  sale. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  nine  o'clock. 


WEDNESDAY,  Fbbritabt  24,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Faulkner,  Morrill,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

(Jeneral  Sylvester  Churchill,  Hillary  P.  Hancock,  and  S.  A.  Medary 
appeared,  and  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  thereupon  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  9 
o'clock. 


THURSDAY,  Pbbbuaby  25,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

Messrs.  Dousman  and  Aldrich,  appeared,  and  were  ^e-examined  as 
witnesses. 

B.  W.  Brisbois  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Saturday,  at  10  o'clock. 


SATURDAY,  Pbbbuaby  27,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Meaftrs* 
Faulkner  and  Pettit. 
'  Wm.  King  Heiskell  appeared  as  a  witness,  but  was  not  examined, 
no  quorum  being  present. 

No  quorum  being  present,  the  committee  adjourned. 
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MONDAY,  March  1,  1858. 

The  committee  met.  Present,  Messrs.  Faulkner,  Morris,  and  Morrill. 
Mathew  Johnson  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
The  committee  then  adjourned  until  nine  and  a  half  o'clock  on 
Wednesday. 


WEDNESDAY,  March  3,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs^. 
Morris,  Faulkner,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 
William  King  Heiskell  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  9  o'clock. 


THURSDAY,  March  4,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morris,  Morrill,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Heiskell  was  recalled,  and  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  half-past  9 
o'clock. 


FRIDAY,  March  5,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morris,  Morrill,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Captain  George  Thom  was  recalled,  and  was  examined  as  a  wit* 
Hess,  and  Messrs.  C.  H.  Oaks  and  William  Devier  appeared,  and 
were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  9J 
o'clock. 


SATURDAY,  March  6,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs. 
Morris  and  Mr.  Chairman. 
No  quorum  being  present. 
The  committee  adjourned. 


MONDAY,  March  8,  1858. 


The  commitPretee  met.     sent,  Messrs.  Morris,  Morrill,  Faulkner, 
^d  Mr.  Chairman. 
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Messrs.  William  Henry  Forbes,  William  W.  Corcoran,  Major  J.  G. 
Martin  and  J.  E.  Fletcher  appeared,  and  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  9J 
o'clock.  ___^ 

TUESDAY,  March  9,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morris,  Morrill,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Messrs.  George  Culver  and  Major  J.  G.  Martin  appeared,  and  were 
examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  thereupon  adjourned  until  Friday  next,  at  9J 
o'clock. 


FRIDAY,  March  12,  1858. 


The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morris,  Morrill,  and  Pettit. 

No  witnesses  being  present,  the  committee  adjourned  until  Monday, 
at  9i  o'clock  a.  m.  

MONDAY,  March  15,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morris,  Morrill,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit,  it  was 

Beaclved,  In  consideration  that  no  reply  has  been  received  from 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  resolution  of  the  committee  of  February 
13th  ult.,  asking  for  information,  that  the  chairman  again  call  bis  at- 
tention to  it,  and  request  an  early  answer. 

No  witnesses  appearing,  the  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
morning,  at  9  o'clock. 


TUESDAY,  March  16,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Morris,  Morrill,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

No  witnesses  being  present,  the  committee  adjourned  imtil  to-mor- 
row morning,  at  half-past  nine  o'clock. 


WEDNESDAY,  March  17,   1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Rice  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
Franklin  Steele  was  recalled,  and  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  half- 
past  nine  o'cloct 
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THURSDAY,  March  18,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
lorris,  Morrill,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

No  witnesses  appearing,  the  committee  adjourned  until  Saturday 
loming,  at  half-past  nine  o'clock. 


SATURDAY,  March  20,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
[orris,  Morrill,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pettit,  it  was 

Besdved,  That  the  chairman  of  the  committee  call  the  attention  of 
lie  Secretary  of  War  to  so  much  of  the  resolution  of  February  13, 
858,  as  asked  him  to  communicate  the  recommendations  on  which 
Ir.  John  C.  Mather's  appointment  for  the  examination  of  the  Fort 
lipley  military  reservation  preparatory  to  sale  was  made,  and  to 
rhich  no  reply  has  been  received,  particularly  asking  an  answer 
hereto,  especially  as  to  whether  the  same  was  solicited  by  Mr.  Mather 
nd  others  ;  and  if  so,  what  suggestions  or  recommendations  were 
lade  to  the  War  Department  to  induce  the  appointment. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Rice  reappeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Monday  morning,  at  half-past 
ine  o'clock. 


MONDAY,  March  22,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs. 
Corrill  and  Pettit. 
No  quorum  being  present,  the  committee  adjourned. 


TUESDAY,  March  23,  1858. 

The  committee  met  upon  the  call  of  the  chairman.     Present,  Messrs* 
lorris  and  Faulkner. 

Augustus  Schell  appeared,  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  half-past  nine  o'clock. 


WEDNESDAY,  March  24,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present,  Messrs.  Morris,  Morrill,  Pettit,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 
No  witnesses  present. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  half-past  9 
clock. 
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THURSDAY,  Mabch  25,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Messrs.  Morris  and  Faulkner. 

Capt.  James  H.  Simpton  appeared,  smd  was  examined  as  a  witneas. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Tuesday  next. 


TUESDAY,  March  30,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present,  Messrs.  Morrill,  Faulkner,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 
The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  morning  next,  at  half-past 
9  o'clock.  

MONDAY,  April  5,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Messrs.  Morris,  Morrill,  Faulkner,  and  Pettit. 

The  committee  adjourned  to  meet  upon  the  call  of  the  chairman. 


TUESDAY,  April  6,  1858. 

The  committee  met  on  the  call  of  the  chairman. 

Present,  all  the  members. 

The  committee  adjourned  to  meet  on  Wednesday,  the  14th  instani 


WEDNESDAY,  April  14,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present  all  the  members. 

Mr.  Pettit  presented  a  written  report,  presenting  the  views  of  tke 
majority  of  the  committee,  which  he  was  directed  to  make  to  the 
House. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  to  meet  on  the  call  of  the  chairman. 


FRIDAY,  April  23,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  the  call  of  the  chairman. 

Present,  Messrs.  Pettit,  Morrill,  Faulkner,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Faulkner  presented,  in  writing,  the  views  of  the  minority  of 
the  committee. 

On  motion,  the  following  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  reported  to 
the  House : 

^^JSeaolved,  That  the  compensation  of  stenographers  employed  by 
committees,  under  the  authority  of  the  House,  be  naid  as  audited  bj 
the  Oommittee  on  Accounts. '^ 

The  committee  then  adjourned  without  day.] 


TESTIMONY. 


MONDAY,  January  18, 1858 

Major  Seth  Eastman  sworn. 

Examination  by  Mr,  Faulkner. 

Question  1.  Please  state  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  within  your 
Icnowledge  teaching  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at 
Port  Snelling. 

Answer.  In  April  last  I  received  verbal  instructions  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  to  proceed  to  Port  Snelling  and  make  a  survey  of  the 
place.    His  instructions  were  to  survey  it  in  forty  acre  lots.    He 
Bt«ted  that  he  wished  it  surveyed  in  as  small  lots  as  could  be  con- 
veniently sold,  in  order  that  men  of  small  means  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  purchasing.     He  stated  that  after  I  had  finished  the 
survey  he  would  send  an  agent  out  there  to  sell  it.     I  proceeded  to 
the  place,  and  went  to  work  immediately.     After  I  had  the  survey 
nearly  completed,  an  agent  arrived  and  reported  to  me,  and,  at  the 
fiame  time,  I  received  the  appointment  as  agent  myself  to  act  with 
him.    I  was  not  appointed  agent  in  the  first  instance,  and  had  no 
expectation  of  being  agent.     The  instructions  came  with  the  appoint- 
ment, and  we  went  to  work  at  once  to  make  the  proper  inquiries.     I 
was  all  posted  up  myself  about  the  whole  place.     He  examined  it, 
and  we  then  decided  about  the  manner  of  the  sale.     The  instructions 
were  to  sell  bi  at  public  sale  or  private  sale,  as  the  agents  thought 
beet  for  the  pnolic  interest,  either  in  small  lots  or  as  a  whole.     After 
we  had  consulted  on  the  matter,  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  better  for  the  government  to  sell  it  at  private  sale.    There 
were  other  parts  of  the  instructions  which  I  have  not  mentioned,  but 
I  suppose  they  will  be  before  you,  and  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  re^r  to  the  other  points.    We  determined  to  sell  it  at  private  sale, 
that  being  the  best  for  the  government,  and  before  doing  it  we 
determined  to  make  an  estimate  of  what  we  thought  to  be  a  fair  price 
or  a  good  price.     We  fixed  the  price  at  $90,000.     After  we  had  gone 
that  far,  the  question  arose  as  to  whom  we  should  first  offer  it  to,  and 
we  determined  to  offer  it  to  Mr.  Steele,  for  these  reasons :  he  had 
lived  there  for  about  twenty  years ;  he  had  built  him  a  house,  and,  I 
believe,  had  possession  of  all  the  private  property  there.    He  had 
raised  a  family  of,  I  think,  seven  children  there,  and  was  still  living 
there ;  he  had  made,  and  he  was  the  only  one  we  knew  who  had  made, 
Ui  offer  to  the  government  for  it,  and  we  thought  it  no  more  than 


90  TESTDfOVT. 

justice  that  we  should  give  him  the  refusal  of  it.  We  did  so ;  but  he 
thought  the  price  we  had  fixed  was  too  high,  and  offered  a  less  sum. 
We  told  him  that  we  could  not  take  less  than  that  amount.  He  then 
accepted  it,  and  made  an  agreement  with  us,  which  was  to  give 
$90,000,  $30,000  of  which  was  to  be  paid  on  the  10th  of  July,  I  think, 
$30,000  on  the  10th  of  July  following,  and  $30,000  on  the  10th  of  the 
July  next  succeeding. 

Question  2.  Were  the  payments  to  bear  interest  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  whether  that  was  in  the  contract.  I 
will  state  now  the  number  of  acres  of  land  there  was  within  the  boun- 
daries ;  between  seven  thousand  and  eight  thousand  acres.  This  in- 
cluded land,  water,  and  marsh.  I  think  there  was  about  one  thousand 
acres  of  water  and  marsh,,  what  I  should  call  irreclaimable  marsh,  and 
which  I  could  put  no  value  upon.  I  should  say  it  w^as  worth  nothing 
for  any  purpose  but  for  duck  ponds.  I  think  it  left  about  six  thousMid 
five  hundred,  or  between  six  thousand  and  seven  thousand  acres  of 
land.  I  cannot  tell  you  the  exact  number  of  acres  ;  but  for  this  I  eft- 
timated  that  the  government  received  between  $12  and  $14  per  acre. 
After  the  contract  was  made,  the  other  gentlemen  went  on  to  Wash- 
ington with  it,  and  I  remained  there  for  further  instructions,  and  to 
complete  my  maps.  I  believe  that  is  about  the  narrative,  as  far  as  it 
goes. 

Question  3.  What  is  your  occupation  or  business  in  life? 

Answer.  I  am  an  officer  in  the  army. 

Question  4.  Did  you  ever  receive  from  the  Secretary  of  War  any 
private  or  public  instructions  of  any  kind  other  than  those  to  which 
you  have  referred  ? 

Answer.  Not  one  word.  I  have  had  no  consultation  with  him, 
either  by  letter  or  verbally.  I  did  not  see  him,  after  I  left  here  to  go 
out  and  make  a  survey,  until  I  returned  in  the  fall. 

Question  5.  How  did  you  reach  the  conclusion  that  it  was  better  to 
have  a  private  than  a  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  For  this  reason :  I  have  invariably  noticed  that  all  the 
public  sales  of  the  public  lands  have  been  effected  at  the  minimom 
price  ;  and  we  thought  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  government  to 
have  a  public  sale  and  secure  a  fair  competition,  and  we  were  afraid 
to  risk  it.  If  I  could  have  been  satisfied  that  we  could  have  had  a 
fair  competition,  I  should  have  been  in  favor  of  a  public  sale. 

Question  6.  Did  you  report  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  before  you 
made  the  sale,  that  you  intended  to  make  a  private  sale  ;  or  did  yon 
make  that  sale  wholly  upon  the  power  given  you  in  your  instructions? 

Answer.  We  made  it  wholly  upon  our  instructions.  We  acted 
wholly  upon  our  instructions,  and  upon  nothing  else. 

Question  7.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  there  were  any 
combinations  or  other  arrangements  that  would  prevent  a  fair  publio 
sale? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  besides  the  precedents  that  had  been  set  in  other 
sfdes,  rumors  came  to  me — of  course  nobody  was  going  to  toll  me  that 
there  were  combinations,  I  could  only  glean  it  from  rumors — but  the 
other  gentleman,  who  mixed  freely  with  the  people,  being  a  stranger, 
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and  being  more  or  less  at  the  hotels,  heard  things  which  led  him  to 
believe  tliat  such  was  the  fact,  and  he  told  me. 

Question  8,  (by  the  chairman.)  Did  you  sell  the  land  to  Mr.  Steele, 
or  to  Mr.  Steele  in  connexion  with  others  ? 

Answer.  We  sold  it  to  him  alone,  and  not  in  connexion  with  any 
other  person.  Since  the  sale,  rumors  have  come  to  me  that  others 
were  concerned.     How  true  it  is  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Question  9,  (by  the  chairman.)  Had  you,  as  the  agent  of  the  govern- 
ment, any  knowledge  at  the  time  that  there  were  any  combinations  be- 
tween Steele  and  other  persons  for  the  purchase  of  the  property  ? 

Answer.  I  had  not. 

Question  10,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Did  you  afford  any  opportunity  for 
competition  at  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  After  we  had  determined  to  sell  it  at  private 
sale  we  thought  it  best,  for  the  reasons  I  have  given,  to  offer  it  to  this 
gentleman.  If  he  had  refused  we  should  probably  then  have  gone  to 
the  next  man  who  owned  property  on  the  reserve,  who  was  a  Mr. 
McKenzie.  He  owned  a  hotel  there.  Steele  had  possession  of  this 
property,  however,  as  I  understood,  so  that  if  he  purchased  the  re- 
serve Mr.  McKenzie  would  be  paid  for  his  property.  If  we  had  sold 
the  reserve  to  any  other  man  I  suppose  we  should  have  made  arrange- 
ments that  would  have  covered  Mr.  Steele's  property.  The  only 
interest  which  Mr.  Steele  talked  to  me  about  was  an  anxiety  to  save 
his  own  private  property.  But  I  will  add  that  I  did  not  consider  it 
any  matter  who  bought  the  property,  or  how  it  was  sold,  so  that  the 
government  got  a  good  price  for  it.     I  was  desirous  of  getting  a  good 

Erice  for  it,  and  not  have  it  sacrificed  as  the  main  part  of  the  reserve 
ad  been  a  few  years  before. 

ExamhwJtion  by  Mr.  MorriR. 

Question  11.  Who  do  you  suppose,  from  the  information  you  have, 
would  have  combined  to  prevent  a  fair  competition  at  a  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  give  you  the  name  of  any  person.  I  knew  the 
general  system  of  combinations  which  take  place  at  every  public  land 
sale. 

Question  12.  What  persons  were  there  in  the  neighborhood  who 
you  supposed  might  have  combined  to  prevent  a  fair  competition  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  give  you  the  names.  I  might  think  men 
would  combine  and  yet  do  them  injustice.  I  have  no  personal  know- 
ledge of  any  such  combination. 

Question  13.  You  do  not  know  of  anybody  on  the  spot  who  would 
enter  into  such  a  combination  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  14.  Who  was  there  that  might  have  been  the  purchaser  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  McKenzie  was  the  only  person  who  I  supposed  could 
have  purchased  it.  He  was  not  there  himself  at  the  time.  I  think 
he  was  in  St.  Louis.  He  owned  property  there,  and  his  agent  was  at 
St.  Paul. 
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Question  15.  How  long  was  it  after  you  received  your  instructions 
before  you  made  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  After  I  received  them  I  stopped  my  surveying  operations 
and  went  to  work. 

Question  16.  How  long  before  the  sale  did  the  other  agent  arrive  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  other  agent  was  there  or  in  St.  Paul  perhaps 
a  week  before  the  sale  was  made. 

Question  17.  This  was  before  you  had  completed  your  survey? 

Answer.  I  had  completed  the  survey  so  far  as  to  determine  the 
number  of  acres,  but  had  not  finished  subdividing  it  into  small 
patches,  though  sufficiently  completed  to  sell  by. 

Question  18.  You  made  the  sale,  then,  a  short  time  after  you  had 
received  your  instructions  from  the  department  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  four  or  five  days.  I  could  not  speak  pre- 
cisely without  the  dates.     It  was,  any  how,  within  that  time. 

Question  19.  If  you  had  had  a  fair  competition  at  public  sale  what, 
in  your  opinion,  would  the  property  have  brought  ? 

Answer.  If  a  fair  competition  could  have  been  had  some  parts  of 
it  would  have  sold  for  a  good  deal  higher  price,  but  the  greater  po^ 
tion  of  it  would  not  have  brought  the  minimum  price.  _ 

Question  20.  What  as  a  whole  ? 

Answer.  As  a  whole,  it  would  not  have  brought  as  much  as  we  «)ld    _ 
it  for.    That  is  my  opinion. 

Question  21.  How  long  have  you  lived  there?  _ 

Answer.  Nine  years,  at  diflFerent  periods. 

Question  22.  Since  the  sale  have  you  had  any  reason  to  chaDge    -- 
your  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the  land? 

Answer.  Since  the  sale,  I  have  thought  we  got  too  much  for  it.  I  ^ 
have  come  to  that  conclusion  from  the  inquiries  I  have  made  as  to  the 
price  of  land  in  that  country.  I  had  made  a  great  many  inquiries,  r^ 
however,  before,  from  the  time  I  first  went  there,  and  I  came  to  the  u 
conclusion  that  land  in  that  region  was  held  at  fictitious  prices.  Every  ^ 
man  held  his  own  value  for  his  spot.  Land  there  ranged  from  the  ^ 
government  price  of  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  an  acre  to  $100  per  acre.    ^ 

Question  23.  You  said  you  were  an  officer  of  the  army.    Have  you    ^ 
been  doing  any  business  so  as  to  know  the  value  of  property  generaUyf 

Answer.  Only  from  observation  and  inquiry.  During  a  long  life  I 
have  never  bought  any  land. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  24.  Did  you  communicate  to  any  other  person  than  Mr. 
Steele  that  you  were  authorized  to  sell  the  property  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  to  him  alone. 

Question  25.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  any  person  knew 
the  Secretary  of  War  had  given  you  instructions  to  sell  the  property, 
prior  to  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  there  were  others  who  knew  it. 

Question  26.  Will  you  name  them? 
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Answer.  I  think  Dr.  Graham  knew  it.     He  was  out  there  at  the 
time. 

Question  27.  Where  does  he  reside? 

Answer.  I  have  understood  that  he  resided  in  Virginia.     He  was  a 
stranger  to  me.     I  had  never  seen  him  before. 

Question  28.  Upon  what  did  you  predicate  your  belief  that  Dr. 
Graham  knew  it? 

Answer.  Because  he  spoke  of  another  gentleman  being  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Question  29.  How  long  since  did  you  live  at  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  I  lived  there  in  1830  and  1831,  from  1841  to  1848,  seven 
years,  and  then  this  last  summer  for  the  third  time. 

Question  30.  You  have  not  been  there,  then,  since  1848,  until  the 
last  summer? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  31.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  no  know- 
ledge of  western  property,  except  as  you  have  heard  it  spoken  of? 

Answer.  That  and  my  own  observation. 

Question  32.  What  position  in  the  army  do  you  hold  ? 

Answer.  That  of  major. 

Question  33.  Where  are  you  stationed? 

Answer.  I  am  on  duty  here,  now ;  my  station  will  be  in  Utah. 

Question  34.  How  long  have  you  been  stationed  here  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  here  for  some  months — ^nearly  a  year,  sick, 
and  went  out  on  this  expedition  more  for  my  health  than  anything  else. 

Question  35,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  What  is  your  opinion  as  to  the  ad- 
^vantages  of  this  location  as  a  town  site  ;  has  it  superior  advantages 
lor  that  purpose  over  any  other  in  that  section  of  country  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  one  portion  of  it  has  always  been  considered  an 
excellent  place  for  a  town,  that  is  the  point  at  the  confluence  of  the 
^wo  rivers,  the  Mississippi  and  the  Minnesota ;  that  part  of  it  has 
^ways  been  considered  valuable  as  a  town  site. 

Question  36,  ^by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Is  it  more  so  than  St.  Paul  or  any 
other  towns  in  tnat  region,  if  the  others  had  not  the  start  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  it  was,  if  the  others  had  not  had  the  start. 
I  have  always  supposed  that  a  town  would  be  built  there  ;  I  suppose 
that  if  the  reservation  had  been  sold  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  before 
St.  Paul  was  established,  the  town  would  have  been  there ;  now,  I  think, 
it  is  too  late. 

Question  37,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  If  you  had  been  the  private  owner 
of  that  property  and  had  desired  to  sell  it,  would  you  have  mentioned 
it  to  but  one  individual,  and  have  sold  it  to  him  upon  your  first  inter- 
^ew  with  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  if  it  had  been  my  own  private  property  I  should 
liave  managed  it  entirely  differently. 

Question  38.  How  would  you  have  managed  it  if  it  had  been  your 
own  private  property  ? 

Answer.  I  should  have  retailed  it  out  in  small  patches  as  I  could 
.^ell  them. 

Question  39.  Do  you  know  why  the  sale  was  ordered  before  you. 
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had  finished  your  survey  and  had  divided  it  oat  into  small  lots,  as  you 
were  first  instructed  to  do  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  but  I  suppose  the  Secretary  concluded  that  it 
was  done,  or  that  I  had  had  time  enough  to  finish  it. 

Question  40.  You  did  not  inform  the  Secretary  then  when  you  had 
received  your  instructions  that  the  survey  had  not  been  completed,  but 
went  on  and  made  the  sale  ? 

Answer*  No,  sir  ;  after  I  received  my  appointment  as  agent  I  had 
no  communication  with  any  one  and  received  no  advice  from  any 
one ;  no  report  was  necessary  ;  after  the  survey  was  finished  ^  was 
to  wait  until  the  agent  arrived. 

Question  41.  Do  you  think  the  property  would  have  brought  more 
if  it  had  been  subdivided  and  managed  as  you  would  have  managed 
it  had  you  owned  it  as  your  private  property  ? 

Answer.  If  I  had  owned  it  privately,  I  do  not  think  it  would  haye 
been  possible  for  me  to  have  sold  it  out  immediately  in  subdivisions ; 
in  the  course  of  time  I  might  have  done  so.  I  should  not,  as  the  owner 
of  it,  have  sold  it  all  at  once,  but  I  should  have  sold  portions  of  it  to 
raise  the  value  of  the  balance. 

Question  42.  Was  Dr.  Graham  at  Fort  Snelling  at  the  time  of  the 
sale? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you.  He  was  at  Port  Snelling  frequently, 
and  frequently  at  St.  Paid.    He  may  have  been  there  at  the^time. 

Question  43.  I  believe  you  said  he  was  a  citizen  of  Virginia  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  so. 

Question  44.  Did  he  live  in  Virginia  at  the  time  of  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  so. 

Question  45.  Is  he  a  land  speculator  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.    I  had  never  seen  him  before. 

Question  46.  What  business  had  he  out  there  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question  47.  You  say,  if  I  understand  you  correctly,  that  you  went 
to  Mr.  Steele  and  proposed  to  sell  him  the  property  because  he  kad 
some  improvements  or  claim  upon  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  or,  rather,  we  did  not  go  to  him,  we  wrote  to 
him. 

Question  48.  That  was  the  reason  you  wrote  to  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  for  the  reasons  already  given. 

Question  49.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  Mr.  McKenaie  had 
also  some  improvement  on  the  property  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     He  owned  a  hotel. 

Question  49^.  You  did  not  urge  him  to  protect  his  property? 

Answer.  I  think  I  stated  that  Mr.  Steele  had  possession  of  aU  the 
property. 

Question  50.  Of  the  hotel  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  understood  Mr.  Steele  to  say  that  he  had 
bought  the  property,  or  had  guaranteed  to  pay  for  it  tie  value,  what- 
ever it  was  worth.     I  think  the  value  was  fixed  at  $15,000. 

Question  51.  You  took  his  statement,  then,  as  correct.  You  did 
|iot  examine  the  papers  ? 


T£8TiM0inr.  95 

Answer.  We  had  no  docnments  at  all. 

Qnestion  52.  What  interest  did  Mr.  McKenzie  claim  to  have  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  only  that  he  owned  the 
hotel  there. 

Question  53,  (by  the  chairman.)  Yon  fixed  the  value  of  Mr.  McKen- 
arie's  property  at  $15,000,  which,  in  the  sale,  Mr.  Steele  guaranteed  to 
Mr.  McKenzie? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  so  I  understood. 

Question  54,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Upon  the  data  you  had  before 
you,  how  did  you  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  this  property  was 
worth  $90,000. 

Answer.  In  this  way :  I  made  inquiry,  during  the  whole  time  I  was 
there,  as  to  what  land  in  the  neighborhood  was  worth,  and  as  to  what 
it  was  selling  for.  I  found  that  it  was  ranging  from  very  high  prices 
to  very  low.  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  most  of  it  was  selling  for 
from  seven  to  eight  or  ten  dollars  per  acre,  and  I  thought  this  land 
was  worth  about  that.  I  may  have  been  mistaken,  but  that  was  my 
conclusion.  I  was  desirous  of  getting  as  much  as  I  could  for  it. 
There  were  no  instructions  except  the  minimum  limit.  I  supposed 
that  if  we  had  sold  it  at  that,  we  should  have  been  justified ;  but  I 
wanted  to  get  more.    Mr.  Steele  had  already  made  an  offer  for  it. 

Question  55,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  What  was  that  offer  ? 

Answer.  $75,000. 

B&examinaiioH  by  Mr.  MorrtU. 

Question  56.  What  was  the  minimum  price  ? 

Answer.  Seven  dollars  per  acre.  Mr.  Steele  had  offered  $75,000.  I 
wanted  to  get  more,  and  after  consulting  with  the  other  agent  we  con- 
cluded that  if  we  could  get  $15,000  more,  so  much  the  better.  We 
thought  that  was  as  much  as  we  could  get  for  it. 

Question  57.  While  you  were  there  did  you  board  at  Mr.  Steele's 
house? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  lived  about  a  mile  from  his  house.  Mr.  Steele 
was  the  sutler  of  the  fort.  During  the  seven  years  when  I  was  on 
duty  there  we  were  not  very  good  friends.  I  was  always  opposing 
him  in  his  sutler's  business.  On  returning  there  last  summer,  how- 
ever, we  met  friendly  and  courteously. 

Question  58.  Did  he  seem  to  be  an  avaricious  man  that  made  you 
always  opposing  him  ? 

Answer.  He  was  a  merchant  there,  selling  goods  to  the  soldiers.  I 
was  a  member  of  the  council  which  fixed  the  prices.  He,  of  course,  as 
merchants  always  do,  wwited  v^ry  high  prices.  I  cut  him  down,  and  I 
suppose  he  did  not  have  the  best  feelings  towards  me  for  that,  although 
we  never  had  an  open  rupture.  When  we  offered  him  the  reserve,  it 
was  not  from  any  friendly  feeling  towards  him.  So  far  as  I  was  con- 
cerned, I  would  rather  that  any  other  person  should  have  purchased  it. 

Question  59.  Still,  you  went  to  him  first  ? 

Answer.  We  did  ;  for  the  reasons  I  have  stated.  I  put  all  personal 
feeling  aside.  You  asked  me  if  I  boarded  with  Mr.  Steele,  and  I  re- 
plied that  I  lived  a  mile  distant.  At  one  time  during  the  Bummer, 
when  I  was  absent  a  hundred  miles  away,  my  wife  and  children  were 
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tnmod  out  of  the  quarters  and  had  no  place  to  go,  Mr.  Steele  then 
very  kindly  took  them  in  until  I  got  back.  When  I  returned  I  took 
them  away.  My  wife,  at  the  time  I  speak  of,  was  sick,  and  could  not 
have  gone  to  St.  Paul.  They  remained  there  four  or  five  days,  until 
I  returned,  when  I  removed  them.  This  was  some  weeks  subsequent 
to  the  sale. 

Examination  by  Mr,  Petttt. 

Question  60.  What  was  the  value  of  Mr.  Steele's  improvements  on 
the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  house  he  lives  in  was  valued  at  seven  or  eight 
thousand  dollars.  He  had  a  storehouse  which  I  believe  was  worth 
three  or  four  hundred.  He  had  another  house,  called  the  Ferry 
House,  which,  I  think,  was  estimated  at  $1,500.  I  am  speaking  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection.     I  think  that  is  all,  except  the  ferry  boats. 

Question  61.  Besides  these  improvements,  what  others  existed  on 
the  reserve. 

Answer.  No  others  of  a  private  character  of  any  value. 

Question  62.  What  of  a  public  character  ? 

Answer.  The  fort  buildings.  The  fort  is  built  of  rough  stone  lime- 
stone dug  up  on  the  spot  or  near  by. 

Question  64.  Is  the  building  a  spacious  one,  large  enough  to  accom- 
modate a  considerable  number  of  troops  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  built  for  only  three  companies,  though  a 
greater  number  have  been  crowded  in  there.  It  is  simply  a  wall 
built  of  stone  and  mortar.  Inside,  the  houses  are  mostly  one-storj 
1)uilding8. 

Question  65.  Your  first  instructions  were  verbal  and  limited  to 
making  a  survey  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  66.  What  is  the  character  of  the  soil  on  the  reserve? 

Answer.  It  is  various.    I  know  every  foot  of  ground  on  the  reaerre. 

Question  67.  Was  it  mostly  arable  ? 

Answer.  It  was  mostly  what  I  should  call  a  light  sandy  soil.  A  part 
of  the  low  land  is  moist  and  most  excellent  soil.  All  above  is  verj 
sandy.  The  low  land  I  should  put  down  as  first  rate  quality.  Tbe 
other  might  again  be  divided  ;  some  of  it  is  tolerably  good  and  soa^ 
very  bad.  Perhaps  a  great  part  of  it,  for  farming  purposes,  would 
not  be  worth  more  than  two  dollars  per  acre — at  least,  that  is  mj 
opinion  of  it.  Some  of  it  might  be  worth  one  hundred  doUara  per  ^ 
acre,  perhaps,  if  you  could  cut  out  from  the  other  parts. 

Question  68.  At  what  time  did  you  receive  your  instructions  to  pro-  ' 
ceed  to  sell  ?  ^ 

Answer.  Early  in  June. 

Question  69.  What  limitation  was  there  on  you  as  to  the  time  in    " 
which  you  were  to  sell  ?  "^ 

Answer.  No  limitation  as  to  time. 

Question  70.  What  objection  was  there  to  making  public  the  fo^   ^ 
that  you  were  authorized  to  sell  ?  ^ 

Answer.  After  we  had  determined  to  sell  it  privately,  I  did  not  ^ 
think  it  proper  for  me  to  mi^e  anything  public,  nor  did  I  think  it  ^ 
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proper  to  make  public  the  fact  that  it  had  been  sold  until  it  had  been 
published  by  the  proper  authority.  I  deemed  it  very  improper  to 
publish  what  we  had  done  until  the  superior  authority  had  been  in- 
formed of  it. 

Question  71.  You  say  you  were  authorized  to  sell  without  limit? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  72.  And  your  object  was  to  get  a  good  price  ? 

Answer.  I  presumed  so. 

Question  73.  Why  then  did  not  you  advertise  it,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  best  price  ? 

Answer.  Because  it  would  not  then  have  been  a  private  sale,  and 
our  objects  might  have  been  defeated. 

Question  74.  Did  you  not  have  authority  to  accept  or  reject  any 
offers  that  were  made  ? 

Answer.  If  we  had  put  it  out  at  contract  we  might  have  had  a 
good  many  bids  for  the  best  portions  of  it,  perhaps,  at  high  prices  ; 
but  for  a  great  portion  of  it  we  should  have  had  no  bids  at  all.  Some 
of  it  could  not  have  been  sold  at  the  minimum  price,  in  my  opinion. 

Question  75.  But  could  you  not  have  obviated  that  difficulty  by  ad- 
vertising to  receive  bids  in  parcels  or  for  the  whole  altogether  ? 

Answer.  Perhaps  so.  We  did  not  think  that  was  the  best  plan. 
We  might,  perhaps,  have  divided  it  into  three  or  four  parcels  not  of 
the  same  value,  but  we  could  not  have  taken  less  than  the  minimum 
price  for  any. 

Question  76.  Under  what  law  was  that  minimum  fixed  ? 

Answer.  Under  no  law.  It  was  discretionary  with  the  Secretary 
of  War.  A  portion  of  the  reserve,  however,  could  not  have  been 
sold  alone  for  anything  like  that  price ;  some  of  it  could  not  have 
been  sold  for  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre. 

Question  77.  Mr.  Steele's  residence  on  the  reserve  was  merely 
tolerated  by  the  department  ? 

Answer.  That  was  all. 

Question  78.  Is  it  usual  for  the  government  to  secure  these  settlers 
their  claims  as  pre-emptors  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  any  case  where  it  has  been  done. 

Question  79.  You  state  that  Mr.  Steele  and  Mr.  McEenzie  had  both 
Settled  there  and  made  improvements  ;  were  they  both  equally  enti- 
tled to  protection  in  their  improvements  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were. 

Question  80.  If  Mr.  Steele  disavows  his  contract  with  Mr.  McEen- 
zie, what  are  the  means  by  which  he  is  to  be  protected  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Then  it  leaves  him  with  his  claim  against  the  govern- 
inent  if  there  be  any  equity  in  the  claim  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  he  has  secured  it.  Mr.  Steele  was  to  pay 
him  that  sum  or  allow  him  the  land  at  the  same  price  ;  he  might  take 
)U8  choice.    His  property  was  in  no  event  to  be  sacrificed. 

Question  82.  Was  the  fact  of  Dr.  Graham's  interest  in  this  pur- 
chase made  known  to  you  before  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  heard  any  more  than  that  he 
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intended  to  purchase  some  of  the  land.  I  do  not  now  know  whether 
Mr.  Steele  sold  him  any  or  not,  unless  I  take  the  rumors  of  the  news- 
papers. 

Question  83.  In  all  your  transactions  there  your  object  was  to  con- 
form to  the  instructions  of  the  department,  and  get  the  best  prices 
you  could  for  the  property  ? 

Answer.  I  wanted  to  do  the  best  I  could  for  the  government. 

Question  84.  Did  your  colleague  communicate  the  fact  that  you 
were  authorized  to  sell  to  anybody? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  he  communicated  nothing  of  the  kind  to  me. 

Question  85.  Why  were  ycu  silent  in  respect  to  your  authority  to 
sell,  when  your  object  was  to  get  the  best  price? 

Answer.  The  object  was  to  sell  privately.  If  it  had  been  a  public 
sale,  we  should  have  advertised  it.  But  we  adopted  this  plan :  after 
we  had  fixed  the  price  which  we  were  willing  to  take,  we  did  not 
care  who  purchased  it,  if  we  obtained  our  price. 

Question  86.  Your  object,  then,  was  to  get  the  price  you  had  fixed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  we  thought  that  the  better  plan. 

Question  87.  And  you  sold  it  to  the  first  person  who  offered  that 
amount? 

Answer.  We  offered  it  first  to  Mr.  Steele ;  we  wanted  to  make  as 
little  noise  about  it  as  possible,  to  prevent  anything  taking  place  to 
defeat  the  sale. 

Question  88.  I  understand  from  what  you  state  that  the  authority 
vested  in  you  was  unknown  in  that  community  or  neighborhood? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  not  generally  known. 

Question  89.  What  are  Mr.  Steele's  circumstances? 

Answer.  I  understand  he  is  a  rich  man.  I  cannot  state  from  my 
own  knowledge,  only  from  general  reputation. 

Question  90,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Did  you  suppose,  at  the  time  Mr. 
Steele  was  purchasing  this  property,  that  he  was  purchasing  it  solely 
with  a  view  of  protecting  his  improvements,  or  that  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  speculation? 

Answer.  I  supposed,  of  course,  he  bought  it  to  make  money. 

Question  91,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  Is  the  usage  of  the  department  in 
making  sales  of  lands,  to  make  them  partly  for  cash  and  partly  upon 
credit? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  92,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  What  was  your  inducement  for  p^^ 
suing  this  unusual  mode? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  that  it  was  unusual.  He  wished  to  pnr 
chase  it  that  way,  and  as  the  government  did  not  need  the  money,  I 
did  not  see  that  it  made  any  difference.  And,  moreover,  the  land  is 
not  secured  to  him  until  it  has  been  paid  for,  except  by  contract 

Question  93,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
$15,000  was  secured,  to  be  paid  by  Mr.  Steele  to  Mr.  McKenzie? 

Answer.  I  understand— I  think  I  have  had  it  from  him  or  from 
somebody  else,  since  the  sale,  but  before  I  left  there — that  Mr.  Steele 
has  given  his  bond  for  the  money  to  Mr.  McKenzie. 

Question  94,  (by  iCr.  Morrill.)     That  is  in  addition  to  the  $90,000? 
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AnsAver.  Yes,  sir.  He  pays  the  goveriunent  $90,000,  and  Mr.  Mc- 
Kensde  $15,000. 

Question  95,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  But  you  made  the  arrangement  with 
Mr.  Steele  when  you  made  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  It  was  understood,  and  we  put  it  in  our  report,  that  Mr. 
Steele  had  possession  of  Mr.  McKenzie  s  property  through  his  agent. 
Mr.  McKenzie's  agent  was  there,  and  Mr.  Steele  gave  his  bond  to 
secure  him  in  his  property. 

Question  96,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  stipulate  with  Mr.  Steele 
that  he  was  to  pay  this  $15,000  to  Mr.  McKenzie? 

Answer.  He  gave  no  paper  to  that  effect.  I  think  we  mentioned 
to  him  that  Mr.  McKenzie's  property  must  be  secured. 

Question  97,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  stated  you  were  always  oppo- 
aing  Mr.  Steele  as  sutler ;  did  he  manifest  a  selfish  feeling  as  the 
reason  why  you  were  always  opposing  him  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  exactly  a  selfish  feeling ;  I 
stood  between  Mr.  Steele  and  the  soldiers ;  I  always  wanted  the 
soldiers  to  have  their  goods  at  as  low  a  price  as  possible,  and  I  believe 
the  merchants  always  want  the  highest  prices  for  their  goods. 

Question  98,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  these  transactions  tend  to  in- 
spire you  with  confidence  that  he  would  not  offer  too  little  for  the 
property  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  to  answer  that  question. 

Question  99,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  said  you  were  always  opposing^ 
him  as  sutler  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  100,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  And  if  he  would  ask  too  high  a 
price  when  he  wanted  to  sell,  would  it  not  follow  that  he  might  offer 
too  little  when  he  wanted  to  purchase? 

Answer.  I  suppose  when  a  man  is  going  to  sell  he  will  sell  for  the 
best  price  he  can  get,  and  that  when  he  is  going  to  buy  he  will  buy 
for  the  lowest  price. 

Question  101,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Who  were  connected  with  Mr.^ 
Steele  in  the  purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  have  heard  so  many  rumors  that  I  da 
Bot  know  what  to  believe  ;  the  newspapers  have  put  it  upon  so  many 
persons  that  I  do  not  believe  they  know  anything  about  it. 

Question  102,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Have  you  understood  from  Mr. 
Steele  that  any  one  was  connected  with  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  103,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  Dr.  Graham  connected  with 
him? 

Answer.  It  is  merely  a  presumption  on  my  part,  but  I  believe  he  is. 

Question  104,  (by  the  chairman.)  Have  you  any  knowledge,  either 
from  Mr.  Steele  or  from  any  other  source,  that  Mr.  Steele  has  part- 
ners in  that  purchase  ?  Has  any  person  told  you  that  he  was  in- 
terested ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  105,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  But  you  have  no  doubt  of  the  fact 
thai  other  parties  are  interested  ? 
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Answer.  From  rumor,  I  have  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Steele  has  sold  a 
portion  of  the  property  to  other  parties  ;  I  cannot  give  it  from  my 
own  knowledge. 

Be-examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  106,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  I  understand  you  to  say  that  yoar 
recollection  is  not  sufficiently  distinct  to  state  whether  these  different 
payments  were  on  interest  or  not? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  can  be  shown  from  the  papers. 

Question  107.  Is  it  usual  for  the  Secretary  of  War  in  selling  these 
military  reservations  to  sell  them  as  you  were  instructed  to  sell  this 
one? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  this  is  the  only  sale  of  a  military  reserva- 
tion I  had  ever  had  anything  to  do  with  up  to  that  time. 

Question  108.  I  understood  you  that  you  were  induced  to  make  the 
sale  privately  to  prevent  combinations,  and  that  previous  sales  had 
always  resulted  in  low  prices  in  consequence  of  such  combinations. 
I  ask  you  now  wheljier  you  can  name  these  previous  sales  to  which 
you  refer,  which  resulted  in  combinations  being  formed  to  reduce  the 
prices  ? 

Answer.  I  refer  to  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  generally.  They 
have  nearly  always  sold  at  the  minimum  prices,  and  I  think  such  has 
been  the  fact  in  the  sale  of  military  reservations.  The  first  one  I  will 
name  is  the  main  and  best  part  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve,  the  sale 
of  which  took  place  some  three  or  four  years  ago.  There  were,  to  the 
best  of  which  my  recollection,  about  thirty  thousand  acres  in  all,  and 
it  was  all  sold  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre.  This  part  included 
the  town  site  of  Minneapolis,  the  water  power  at  the  Falls  of  St.  An- 
thony, the  site  of  the  town  of  Mendota,  and  a  portion  of  the  site  of 
the  city  of  St.  Paul. 

Question  109.  Was  the  balance  of  this  reserve  sold  at  public  sale? 

Answer.  It  was,  by  the  land  officers. 

Question  110.  If  it  was  a  military  reservation,  how  came  it  to  be 
sold  by  the  land  officers  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  military  reservation  ;  but  by  law  of  Congress  it 
was  sold  with  other  public  lands  by  the  land  officers,  at  auction,  to  the 
highest  bidders. 

Question  111.  If  you  had  reason  to  believe  that  combinations  wonld 
be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  price  of  the  property,  conld 
you  not,  if  a  fair  price  were  not  offered,  have  refused  to  accept  any 
offer,  and  reported  the  facts  to  the  Secretary  of  War? 

Answer.  Not  if  the  minimum  price  had  been  offered. 

Question  112.  Then  you  considered  the  instructions  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  absolutely  binding  on  you  to  sell  the  property  if  you  got 
the  minimum  price  ? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question  113.  Do  you  know  what  induced  the  government  to  sell 
this  property  at  this  time  ? 

Answer.  No  more  than  that  I  presume  it  was  no  longer  wanted. 
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Question  114.  Did  any  military  officer  recommend  to  the  depart- 
ment that  it  was  no  longer  wanted  for  military  purposes,  and  that  it 
had  better  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  115.  Something  has  been  said  about  Mr.  Steele's  circum- 
stances. You  have  been  acquainted  with  him  for  some  time,  and  I 
will  ask  you  to  state  what  you  had  reason  to  suppose  he  was  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  answer  that  question ;  I  could  not  say  whether 
he  was  worth  one  dollar  or  a  million ;  I  only  know  from  general  rumor. 

Question  116.  From  the  information  you  had  in  your  possession  and 
was  able  to  obtain,  did  you  believe  he  was  able  to  pay  down  the 
thirty  thousand  dollars  at  the  time  of  the  payment,  and  to  make  the 
other  payments  when  they  became  due,  without  making  sale  of  a  part 
of  the  property  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so. 

Question  117.  He  was  worth  ninety  thousand  dollars,  then,  inde- 
pendent of  that  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  he  was  reputed  to  be  the  richest  man  in  that 
country. 

Question  118.  You  cannot  remember  any  other  military  reservation 
that  was  sold  in  this  way  ? 

Answer.  I  know  in  reference  to  the  sale  of  Fort  Winnebago. 

Question  119.  How  was  that  sold? 

Answer.  I  was  not  there  myself;  but  my  information  is  that  it  was 
sold  at  auction,  and  that  it  was  sold  for  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per 
acre ;  or  at  least  the  greater  part  of  it  sold  for  that.  I  think  some  of 
it  sold  for  four  dollars  per  acre.  But,  as  I  have  said,  I  was  not  present 
at  the  sale ;  I  only  give  the  information  that  I  have. 

Question  120.  Had  Mr.  Steele  any  opportunity  of  accumulating  or 
making  the  money  which  enabled  him  to  purchase  this  property,  ex- 
cept as  sutler  upon  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  he  had  an  income  from  a  bridge  across 
the  Mississippi,  as  I  have  understood,  of  $14,000  or  $15,000  per  an- 
num. I  have  been  informed  that  he  owned  mills  at  the  Falls  of  St. 
Anthony,  and  I  have  also  understood  that  he  could  control  as  much 
money  as  he  wanted  from  the  banks. 

Question  121.  Did  he  acquire  it  all  from  being  sutler? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  presimie  not. 

Question  122.  What  bridge  do  you  allude  to? 

Answer.  The  bridge  above  the  Falls  of  St.  Anthony. 

Question  123.  Does  he  own  it? 

Answer.  I  have  understood  so,  or  a  large  part  of  it.  It  is  the  bridge 
that  connects  Minneapolis  with  St.  Anthony. 

Question  124.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  value  of  property  at 
Port  Winnebago  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  land  at  the  time  around  there  was  worth 
$40  or  $50  per  acre. 

Question  125.  Is  there  a  valuable  town  site  on  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  can  tell  you  the  situation  of  the  place* 
It  was  between  the  Fox  and  Wisconsin  rivers. 
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Question  126,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  this  site  yon  speak  of  higter 
up  the  river  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  you  have  to  go  do^vn  the  river  and  then  up  an- 
other river  to  get  there. 

Question  127,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  say  it  was  worth  |40  or  $50  per 
acre.  What  was  there  peculiar  about  it  to  make  it  worth  more  than 
PortSnelling? 

Answer.  I  suppose  the  fact  that  it  is  more  in  the  interior  of  Wis- 
consin. 

Question  128,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Would  that  make  it  more  valuable 
than  if  it  had  been  located  on  the  river  ? 

Answer.  It  is  at  a  place  where  the  Fox  river  is  connected  with  the 
Wisconsin  by  a  canal  about  a  mile  in  length. 

Question  129,  (by  the  chairman.)  I  will  put  this  question  :  Had  you 
any  knowledge,  as  an  agent  of  the  government,  prior  to  this  sale, 
direct  oi:  indirect,  of  any  combination,  fraudulent  or  otherwise,  upon 
the  part  of  Mr.  Steele  with  others  to  purchase  this  property  at  a  less 
price  than  it  was  worth  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  130,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  But  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you 
were  apprehensive  there  would  be  a  combination  ? 

Answer.  A  combination  outside. 

Question  131,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Do  you  believe  Mr.  Steele  would 
have  combined  with  others  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  like  to  give  my  belief  in  such  a  case  as  that 
I  might  be  doing  injustice  to  him.  I  believe  the  men  in  the  country 
would  have  combined,  and,  perhaps,  he  would  have  combined  with 
them. 

Question  132,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Did  the  idea  of  a  'private  sale 
originate  with  you  commissioners  alone,  or  did  it  come  from  any 
person  outside  ? 

Answer.  It  originated  with  us.  I  knew  at  the  time  that  the  most 
proper  way  was  to  sell  it  at  public  sale,  if  it  did  not  bring  ten  cents 
per  acre  ;  but  I  knew,  at  the  same  time,  that  it  would  be  doing  in- 

Sistice  to  the  government  to  run  the  risk.  It  is  proper  to  say  that 
efore  I  was  agent,  and  when  I  did  not  expect  to  be  appointed  as 
such,  I  took  every  means  to  enhance  the  value  of  the  property  by 
praising  it,  and,  perhaps,  over  estimating  it.  When  people  asked  me 
about  it,  I  did  the  best  I  could  to  raise  the  value  of  it. 

Question  133,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Were  you  not  authorized  by  your 
instructions  to  make  a  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  public  or  private. 

Question  134,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  Aat 
you  and  your  colleague  on  the  commission  had,  upon  full  deliberation, 
fixed  upon  what  you  regarded  as  the  value  of  the  land  before  you 
offered  it  at  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question  135,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  And  that  you  held  it  at  private 
sale  at  the  price  fixed  by  you  as  its  full  value  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir» 
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Question  136,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Did  the  valuation  of  $90,000  in- 
clude the  public  buildings  upon  the  property  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  just  as  it  stood. 

Question  137,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  By  what  authority  did  you  assume 
that  $15,000  was  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  McKenzie  ?  Was  it  from  the  au- 
thority of  the  department  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Nobody  said  anything  about  it.  We  had  no 
consultation  with  the  department  whatever  on  the  subject  after  we 
got  our  instructions  ;  and,  in  fact,  I  had  no  consultation  with  them 
any  how. 

Question  138,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Did  you  consider  this  sale  as  con- 
clusive, or  as  one  subject  to  the  ratification  of  the  department? 

Answer.  I  supposed  from  the  instructions  that  it  was  conclusive. 
That  was  my  opinion.  I  suppose  they  had  the  power  to  set  it  aside, 
but  I  am  not  lawj'er  enough  to  decide  that  point  precisely. 

Question  139,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Were  there  any  other  considera- 
tions for  which  Mr.  Steele  was  to  do  an}i;hing  or  pay  anything  to  any 
other  persons  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 


TUESDAY,  January  19,  1858. 
Dr.  Archibald'Graham  sworn. 
Examination  by  MrTFavlhfier. 

Question  140.  Where  do  you  reside,  what  your  occupation  and 
business  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Lexington,  Virginia.  My  occupation  has  been 
that  of  a  practicing  physician. 

Question  141.  Were  you  concerned  in  the  purchase  of  the  military 
reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question  142.  State  fully  your  connexion  with  its  purchase,  and  alt 
the  facts  within  your  knowledge  bearing  upon  said  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  was  concerned  in  the  purchase  of  Fort  Snelling  reserva- 
tion. I  was  in  Minnesota  at  the  time  the  purchase  was  made,  as  the 
agent  of  a  New  York  company.  I  aided  and  counselled  with  Mr. 
Steele  from  day  to  day  until  the  purchase  was  made.  The  terms  of 
the  purchase  are  set  forth  in  the  article  of  agreement  made  by  Mr. 
Steele  with  the  government. 

Question  143.  When  were  you  first  apprised  that  the  sale  of  this 
Port  Snelling  reservation  was  to  take  place,  and  by  whom  ? 

Answer.  In  the  month  of  April,  1857, 1  was  on  a  visit  to  Washing- 
ton city.  I  called  to  see  the  Secretary  of  War,  Governor  Floyd, 
whom  I  had  known  in  my  State,  and,  during  a  conversation  with  him, 
I  told  him  I  was  going  to  Minnesota  to  mi^e  some  investments,  and 
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asked  him  if  be  had  anything  in  his  department  there  I  could  do  for 
him,  to  pay  expenses.  He  told  me  he  had  nothing,  unless  I  took  the 
agency  of  selling  some  old  forts  that  Congress  had  directed  the  sale 
of.  He  mentioned  Fort  Snelling  and  Fort  Ripley.  I  had  been  in 
Minnesota  in  1854,  and  knew  something  of  the  value  of  Fort  Snelling, 
and  preferred  being  interested  as  a  purchaser,  to  taking  the  agency 
for  the  sale  of  it.  Therefore,  I  declined  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
the  sale  of  it.     That  I  did  not  state  to  him. 

Question  144.  Were  you  informed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  as  to 
the  terms  of  the  proposed  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  other  than  that  conversation,  with  the 
Secretary  of  War,  at  that  time  or  at  any  future  time,  upon  the  subject. 

Question  145,  When  did  you  go  to  Minnesota,  in  pursuit  of  the 
object  of  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  As  nearly  as  I  recollect,  it  was  the  last  of  April,  1857. 

Question  146.  Were  you  present  at  Fort  Snelling  when  Major  East- 
man and  Mr.  Heiskell,  the  commissioners  of  the  sale,  were  there? 

Answer.  I  was  frequently  at  Fort  Snelling  while  they  were  there, 
conferring  with  Mr.  Steele  as  to  the  purchase.  Mr.  Steele  lived  upon 
the  property. 

Question  147.  When  and  by  whom  were  you  informed  of  the  fact 
that  this  property  could  be  purchased  at  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  It  was  thought  desirable  by  our  company  that  this  pro- 
perty should  be  bought  as  a  whole.  I  did  not  know  of  the  private 
sale  until  a  few  days  before  the  sale  was  consummated.  Mr.  Steele, 
who  carried  on  the  negotiation  with  the  commissioners,  informed  me 
that  he  thought  they  would,  owing  to  combinations  formed  there,  dis- 
pose of  it  privately. 

Question  148.  When  you  proceeded  to  Minnesota,  as  I  understand 
you  now  to  say  you  did,  as  agent  of  a  company,  did  you  go  there  in 
expectation  of  making  the  purchase  at  public  or  private  sale? 

Answer.  We  desired  to  make  the  purchase  at  private  sale,  but 
rather  expected  that  the  commissioners  would  sell  it  publicly,  and  we 
were  prepared  to  buy  it  in  such  lots  as  we  should  think  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  company. 

Question  149.  Did  you  contemplate  using  your  connexion  with  Mr. 
Steele,  in  the  event  of  the  public  sale  of  the  property  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  150.  In  what  form?    Explain  it. 

Answer.  Mr.  Steele  was  conversant  with  all  the  points  of  the  pro- 
perty,, better,  perhaps,  than  any  other  man  living.  Therefore  it  was 
that  we  were  so  anxious  to  have  him  in  our  company. 

Question  151.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Secretary  of  War  had  any 
knowledge  or  information  of  any  kind  of  the  existence  of  the  com- 
pany of  which  you  were  the  head  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.    He  certainly  had  none  from  me. 

Question  152.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  who  constituted  the 
company  of  which  you  were  the  agent  ? 

Answer.  As  far  as  I  know  the  company,  they,  are  John  G.  Mather, 
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Richard  Schell,  Franklin  Steele  and  myself.     There  are  other  parties, 
possibly,  in  New  York  connected  with  it,  whom  I  do  not  know. 
Question  153.  When  was  this  company  organized? 
Answer.  I  suppose  it  was  organized  in  the  month  of  April,  1857. 
Question  154.  Did  you  seek  to  exercise  any  influence  in  producing 
the  result  upon  the  part  of  the  commissioners,  by  which  they  sub- 
jected this  property  to  a  private  instead  of  a  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recoUect  that  I  had  any  conversation  with  the 

commissioners  upon  the  subject  of  the  sale,  until  after  it  was  over* 

The  negotiation  with  the  commissioners  was  carried  on  by  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  155.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  your  opinion  of  the 

value  of  the  tract  of  land  purchased? 

Answer.  I  went  first  to  visit  the  property  as  the  agent  of  our  com- 
pany ;  I  examined  it  carefully,  and  the  highest  estimate  I  placed  upon 
it  was  $120,000,  as  a  speculation.     There  were  claimants  to  the  amount 
of  $20,000,  probably,  upon  the  land,  which  were  allowed.     Our  com- 
pany would  not  have  gone  beyond  that  figure  for  it. 
Question  156.  What  was  the  character  of  those  claims  you  speak  of? 
Answer.  There  was  one  owned  by  a  man  by  the  name  of  McKenzie, 
from  St.  Louis,  who  had  erected  a  large  hotel  there ;  he  claimed  the 
botel  and  160  acres  of  land.     That  claim  was  valued  at  fifteen  or  six- 
teen thousand  dollars,  and  it  was  allowed  him.     Mr.  Steele  had  a  house 
^orth  four  or  five  thousand  dollars,  and  a  lot  around  it,  which  were 
allowed  him.     There  was  a  house  built  at  the  ferry  by  a  person  whose 
name  I  do  not  recollect,  which  was  valued  at  $1,500.    That  was  also 
allowed  and  paid.     Thirty  acres  of  land  were  allotted  to  Henry  H. 
Sibley ;  he  paid  the  cost  of  it ;  he  was  allowed  to  come  in  and  take 
that  much ;  it  joined  him  and  gave  him  a  landing  at  his  little  town  of 
Mendota.     Twenty-five  acres  were  allowed  for  the  Catholic  burying- 
^ound,  and  ten  acres  were  laid  oflF  for  a  Protestant  burying-ground^ 
Question  157.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  estimate  of  the 
full  value  of  this  reservation,  with  all  those  incumbrances  upon  it,  or 
With  the  liability  of  discharging  those  incumbrances,  after  a  careful 
estimate  by  yourself,  was  fixed  at  $120,000? 

Answer.  Yes ;  and  our  company  would  not  have  gone  beyond  that 
fi^re  ;  and,  as  the  result  has  shown,  we  acted  wisely. 
Question  158.  Explain  the  meaning  of  that  last  remark? 
Answer.  There  has  been  a  great  depreciation  of  all  property  in 
the  west.  We  have  held  the  property  from  the  day  of  purchase 
^Uitil  this  time,  have  expended  about  eight  thousand  dollars  upon  it^ 
^nd  have  never  realized  by  sale  one  dollar. 

Question  159.   Have  you  any  authority  to  make  sale  of  it  if  you 
Were  disposed  so  to  do,  and  if  you  could  make  a  profit  ? 

Answer.  I  am  authorized  by  the  company  to  make  sales,  and  have 
attempted  to  make  sales,  but  have  not  succeeded. 

Question  160.  Have  you  any  title  in  the  property  yet  ? 
Answer.  We  have  made  but  one  payment  on  the  property,  and 
*^ve  not  had  title  to  any  part  of  it  from  the  government. 

Question  161.  Have  you  applied  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  deed 
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for  any  portion  of  the  land,  and  what  was  the  result  of  that  applica* 
tion  ? 

Answer.  Having  laid  a  town  oflF  at  the  junction  of  the  two  rivers, 
we  applied  to  the  President  for  a  deed  for  that  amount  of  the  pur- 
chase, but  it  was  refused  to  us. 

Question  162.  What  do  you  estimate  the  present  value  of  your  pur- 
chase at  ? 

Answer.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  fix  any  value  upon  it,  the  waj 
the  value  of  property  has  fallen  at  the  west.  I  do  not  believe  we 
could  sell  it  for  what  we  gave  for  it. 

Examinatixm  by  Mr.  MorrtR. 

Question  163.  How  much  do  you  think  the  property  has  depreciated 
in  value  since  you  purchased  it  ? 

Answer.  There  has  been  no  injury  to  the  property  in  any  way  to 
depreciate  its  value.  The  only  depreciation  is  in  consequence  of  the 
sta*^  of  the  monetary  aflfairs  of  the  country. 

Question  164.  That  is  the  question  upon  which  I  desire  informa- 
tion. 

Answer.  It  is  impossible  to  say  how  much  it  has  depreciated. 

Question  165.  One  half  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question  166.  You  said  you  should  be  able  to  give  $120,000  ;  what 
then  was  your  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the  place  ? 

Answer.  We  supposed  then,  as  things  were  at  the  west,  that  we 
would  probably  realize  a  handsome  speculation  upon  it.  That  was 
the  risk  we  had  to  take. 

Question  167.  How  much  did  you  suppose  you  would  be  able  to 
realize  from  it  ? 

Answer.  I  never  went  into  any  calculation  upon  it  for  that  matter. 

Question  168.  Did  you  suppose  the  place  was  worth  $40  an  acre? 

Answer.  By  retail  at  that  time  it  is  possible  it  may  have  brought 
that,  taking  the  risk  of  the  purchasers. 

Question  169.  Did  you  estimate  the  value  of  the  government  im- 
provements upon  it  ? 

Answer.  We  estimated  those  at  very  little. 

Question  170.  What  were  they? 

Answer.  Two  old  stone  houses,  the  fort,  and  some  stables. 

Question  171.  Were  the  stones  of  the  fort  hewn,  or  were  they 
rough  stones  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were  not  hewn.  I  think  they  were  not  cut 
stones. 

Question  172.  Is  there  a  large  amount  of  them? 

Answer.  It  is  a  large  fort. 

Question  173.  Do  you  know  the  size  of  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  174.  Is  stone  valuable  in  that  region  for  building  pw* 
poses  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  there  are  in  that  country  better  quarries  of  rocb 
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)r  building  purposes  than  I  have  ever  seen  elsewhere.  The  whole 
eighborhood  is  full  of  limestone  lying  in  horizontal  strata. 

Question  175.  You  say  you  do  not  know  who  the  other  persons  of 
be  cjompany  are,  but  you  specify  them  as  living  in  New  York.  What 
eason  have  you  for  supposing  they  live  in  New  York  rather  than  in 
ther  places  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  the  other  parties. 

Question  176,  (by  the  chairman.)  Have  you  not  learned  from 
f essrs.  Steel,  Mather  &  Schell  that  there  are  other  parties  ?  and  if  so, 
lid  they  not  tell  you  who  they  were  ? 

Answer.  I  have  learned  from  those  gentlemen  that  there  are  other 
Parties,  but  they  did  not  inform  me  who  they  were. 

Question  177,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  this  company  made  up 
)efore  you  started  from  this  city  to  go  to  Minnesota  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was,  so  far  as  the  New  York  interest  was  con- 
cerned.    Mr.  Steele  was  added  to  it  when  I  went  to  Minnesota. 

Question  178.  By  an  arrangement  with  you? 

Answer.  By  an  arrangement  with  me. 

Question  179.  How  did  Mr.  Steele  know  that  there  were  other 
parties  in  New  York  when  he  made  the  arrangement  with  you  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not  tell  me  that  there  were  other  parties  in  New 
York. 

Question  180.  Did  you  make  an  arrangement  with  Steele  by  which 
fce  could  let  in  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  He  had  the  right  to  do  as  he  pleased  with  this  portion  of 
the  reservation. 

Question  181.  What  was  his  share  ? 

Answer.  One-third. 

Question  182.  You  had  frequent  intercourse  with  Steele,  you  say, 
about  the  purchase  of  this  property.  I  want  to  know  if  you  coun- 
3eDed  him  to  urge  upon  the  commissioners  that  there  would  be  a 
combination  if  there  should  be  a  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  183.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him  upon  that  topic? 

Answer.  I  had  conversations  \ni\\  him  and  many  other  persons 
there  about  combinations.  They  said  there  were  combinations  formed 
and  forming.  I  knew  nothing  myself  of  the  combinations.  I  was  a 
itranger  in  that  country. 

Question  184.  Did  you  see  any  other  parties  at  Fort  Snelling  whom 
fou  took  to  be  purchasers,  or  whom  you  supposed  would  become 
such  if  they  had  the  opportunity  ? 

Answer.  There  were  some  oflScers  at  the  fort  who,  it  was  said, 
iriehed  to  purchase  the  property.  But  I  knew  nothing  about  it 
Qiyself. 

Question  185.  OflScers  of  the  army? 

Answer.  OflScers  of  the  army.  It  was  talked  about  freely  there 
that  the  quartermaster  was  disappointed  that  he  did  not  get  it. 

Question  186.  What  was  his  name  ? 

Answer.  Quartermaster  Martin. 

Question  187.  What  is  your  own  share  in  the  company  ? 
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Answer.  One  ninth. 

Question  188.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  the  names  of  the 
other  members  of  the  company  should  be  concealed  from  you? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  They  would  not  have  been  withheld,  I  suppose, 
had  I  asked  who  they  were.  I  had  no  curiosity  to  know.  No  attempt 
was  ever  made  to  conceal  them,  because  I  never  inquired.  I  only 
knew  the  gentlemen  I  have  mentioned  in  the  transaction. 

Question  189.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Major  East- 
man in  relation  to  the  sale  before  it  was  made  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  the  commissioners  until 
after  the  sale  was  made. 

Question  190.  Did  you  see  them  at  any  time  when  you  were  there 
when  you  had  other  social  intercourse  with  them  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  them  frequently. 

Question  191.  Did  they  know  you  were  there  to  make  the  purchase? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  they  knew.  I  never  communicated 
the  fact  to  them. 

Question  192,  (by  the  chairman.)  Did  or  did  not  Major  Eastman  or 
Mr.  Heiskell,  or  either  of  them,  know  that  vou  and  these  other  par- 
ties in  New  York  were  interested  with  Mr.  Steele  before  the  purchase 
was  made  ? 

Answer.  They  never  knew  it  from  me. 

Question  193,  (by  the  chairman.)  Did  you  learn  from  either,  or  both 
of  them,  in  any  conversation  you  had  with  them,  that  the  fact  had  been 
communicated  to  them  that  you  were  interested  in  the  purchase,  pro- 
vided Steele  made  it  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  194,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  When  you  asked  Secretary  Floyd 
if  he  had  any  business  for  you  out  west  that  would  pay  expenses,  and 
he  mentioned  nothing  but  the  sale  of  some  old  forts,  what  excuse  did 
you  give  for  not  accepting  such  an  agency  ? 

Answer.  I  told  him  I  would  think  of  it  and  decide. 

Question  195,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  What  was  your  reason  for  de- 
clining ? 

Answer.  I  thought  I  could  do  better  as  a  purchaser  than  as  an 
agent.     As  an  agent  I  could  have  no  interest  as  a  purchaser. 

Question  196,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  that  the  first  knowledge  yon 
had  that  the  Fort  Snelling  property  was  to  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question  197,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  the  sum  you  paid  to  outsiders 
to  settle  their  claims  just  $20,000  ? 

Answer.  We  paid  but  $1,500.  Mr.  McKenzie  took  his  hotel  and 
160  acres  of  land.  Mr.  Steele  took  his  house  and  yard.  The  whole 
of  them  valued  at  about  $20,000.  We  paid  $1,500  cash  to  a  person 
whose  name  I  have  forgotten — the  person  who  built  a  toll-house  at 
the  ferry. 

Examination  by  the  chairman. 
Question  198.  Did  Secretary  Floyd,  in  the  interview  in  April,  in- 


i 


TE8TIM0NT.  109 

form  yon  of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  authorized  the  sale  to  be 
made? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question  199.  Did  you  communicate  to  Secretary  Floyd  at  that 
time  that  you  were  going  to  Minnesota  as  a  purchaser  ? 

Answer.  I  told  Gfovernor  Floyd  that  I  was  going  to  Minnesota  to 
make  some  investments  in  real  estate. 

Question  200.  In  the  interview  between  you  and  Governor  Floyd 
before  leaving  here,  at  that  time,  had  you  formed  any  combination  or 
partnership  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Question  201.  Had  the  company,  of  which  you  are  a  member,  writ- 
ten articles  of  agreement  ?  , 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  202.  Do  you  remember  the  terms  of  that  agreement  ? 

Answer.  There  are  three  parties  to  that  agreement ;  Steele,  Mather 
and  myself;  Mr.  Steele  owning  one-third,  and  Mather  and  myself  two- 
thirds  ;  that  was  done  for  the  convenience  of  management. 

Question  203.  Is  there  any  other  agreement  by  which  there  is  to 
be  a  distribution  of  the  various  interests  in  this  property  among  the 
entire  parties  interested,  of  which  you  have  any  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  None. 

Question  204.  On  reaching  Minnesota  did  you  have  any  interview 
with  the  commissioners  of  the  government,  in  which  you  learned  from 
them  the  manner  in  which  they  had  determined  to  sell  this  property? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  205.  Did  you  learn  from  either  of  the  commissioners  that 
they  intended  to  oflFer  this  property  first  to  Steele  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  206.  From  whom  did  you  first  learn  that  the  property  was 
to  be  sold  privately  and  not  publicly  ? 

Answer.  From  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  207.  Was  the  fact  known  to  the  community  there  gener- 
ally that  the  property  was  to  be  sold  privately,  or  was  it  known  only 
to  the  purchasers  and  the  commissioners  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  208.  Did  you  hear  of  it  from  others  ?  j 

Answer.  I  did  not ;  I  had  very  little  intercourse  with  the  people. 

Question  209.  You  speak  of  certain  claims  being  allowed.  Were 
those  claims  allowed  by  an  arrangement  with  the  commissioners  of 
the  government,  or  by  the  parties  and  Mr.  Steele  who  made  the 
purchase  ? 

Answer.  They  were  made,  I  think,  by  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  210.  You  mention  the  allowance  of  thirty  acres  of  this 
military  reserve  to  Gtovemor  Sibley.    How  was  that  done  and  why  ? 

Answer.  Governor  Sibley  owned  the  town  of  Mendota,  which  is  on 
the  south  riide  of  Minnesota  river,  and  he  had  no  landing  at  the  town ; 
he  is  a  brother-in-law  of  Steele,  and  Steele  asked  that  he  should  have 
thirty  acres  of  the  reservation  laid  oflF  to  him  there  at  cost,  to  give  him 
^landing  to  the  little  village  of  Mendota. 
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QueBtion  211.  The  arrangement,  then,  made  with  Sibley  was  made 
by  Steele,  and  with  your  approbation  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  212.  Do  you  know  whether  the  commissioners  of  the 
government,  who  made  this  sale,  have  any  interest  whatever  in  the 
purchase  so  made,  either  directly  or  remote  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  least,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question  213,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Do  you  know  any  person  or  per- 
sons in  Virginia,  except  yourself,  who  has  or  have  any  interest  in  this 
purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  one  cent's  worth  of  the  purchase 
o>vned  south  of  New  York,  except  what  I  own. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  214.  You  state  that  you  do  not  know  the  parties  inte- 
rested in  the  purchase,  or,  in  other  words,  you  are  a  joint  owner  with- 
out knowing  the  persons  associated  with  you  in  the  ownership? 

Answer.  I  did  so  say. 

Question  215.  Are  you  a  joint  owner  of  that  property,  or  a  joint 
purchaser,  without  knowing  the  parties  who  have  an  interest  in  it? 

Answer.  I  am  a  joint  owner  with  the  parties  I  have  named. 

Question  216.  If  I  understood  you  correctly,  there  are  other 
parties? 

Answer.  If  there  are,  I  do  not  know  them. 

Question  217.  You  speak  about  depreciation  in  western  property; 
have  you  been  dealing  in  it? 

Answer.  I  have  no  interest  in  western  property  except  that  at  Fort 
Snelling. 

Question  218.  Have  you  ever  made  any  investment-s  in  Minnesota 
before  ? 

Answer.  This  is  the  only  purchase  I  have  ever  made  in  the  west. 

Question  219.  Upon  what  then  do  you  found  your  supposition  that 
there  has  been  a  great  depreciation  in  western  property,  if  yon  hare 
not  been  dealing  in  it  ? 

Answer.  I  was  in  St.  Paul,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Fort  Snelling, 
when  the  crash  in  monetary  affairs  came,  and  I  heard  of  proper^ 
there,  which  had  been  bought  at  a  very  high  rate,  offered  at  a  very 
low  rate  without  getting  purchasers. 

Question  220.  Was  that  city  property  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  221.  Can  you  name  the  persons  who  owned  it  and  the 
price  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot ;  I  heard  rumors  of  it ;  that  is  all  the  knowledge 
I  had  of  it.  I  know  that  some  of  my  friends  made  investments  there 
in  property  which  they  have  been  unable  to  sell. 

Question  222.  You  went,  if  I  understood  you,  to  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  he  had  any 
business  at  the  west  wiich  would  pay  you  for  going  there? 

Answer.  I  did  not  go  for  that  purpose. 
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Qneation  223.  How  happened  you  there? 

Answer.  I  went  to  see  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  to  pay  my  respects 
>  him  as  a  Virginian. 

Question  224.  And  while  there  you  asked  if  he  had  anything  at  the 
est  that  would  pay  ? 

Answer.  And  while  there  I  asked  if  he  had  anything  at  the  west 
lat  would  pay  expenses. 

Question  226.  You  think  this  property  now  is  not  worth  anything 
lOre  than  you  paid  for  it? 

Answer.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  we  could  get  cost  for  it. 

Question  226.  As  I  understand  you  are  authorized  to  sell  it,  would 
3U  be  willing  to  take  what  you  paid  for  it,  and  upon  the  same  terms? 

Answer.  I  would  not. 

Question  227.  How  much  in  addition  would  you  require? 

Answer.  I  am  not  able  to  answer  that  question. 

Question  228.  I  understood  you  to  say  you  had  estimated  what  you 
lought  you  could  pay  for  it,  but  never  estimated  what  profit  you 
ipposed  you  could  make ;  I  want  you  to  inform  the  committee 
faether  you  are  in  the  habit  of  making  purchases  of  that  kind,  with- 
it  calculating  as  well  the  price  as  the  prospect  of  profits? 

Answer.  In  buying  property  the  question  is  not  as  to  the  exact 
nount  of  profits  you  can  make,  for  that  is  uncertain. 

Question  229.  I  ask  you  whether  you  are  in  the  habit  of  making 
orcbases  of  property,  estimating  at  the  time  of  the  purchase  what 
3u  can  afford  to  pay,  without  estimating  the  profits  you  expect  to 
take  by  the  purchase  ? 

Answer.  In  buying  property  I  estimate  the  cost,  and  then  it  is 
lough  for  me  to  know  that  there  is  profit  in  it,  without  going  into 
le  figures. 

Question  230.  What  did  you  estimate  the  profits  upon  that  at,  with- 
it  going  into  the  figures? 

Answer.  I  did  not  make  an  estimate. 

Question  231.  Had  you  no  idea  of  the  probable  profits  you  would 
ake? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  what  profits  we  would  make. 

Question  232.  Had  you  no  idea? 

Answer.  I  answered  that  I  did  not  go  into  an  estimate  of  the  profits. 

Question  233.  I  ask  you  if  you  had  formed  any  estimate  in  your 
vn  mind,  without  going  into  figures,  as  to  the  profits  you  would  make 
>on  the  property? 

Answer.  I  did  not  form  any  special  idea  of  the  amount  of  profits  to 
3  made  upon  it. 

Question  234.  I  ask  you  whether  you  had  formed  any  opinion  in 
)ur  mind  as  to  the  amount  of  profits  you  would  make  upon  the  pur- 
lase? 

Answer.  I  did  not  form  any  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

Question  235.  What  did  you  suppose  you  would  make? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell. 

Question  236.  Had  you  no  idea? 

Answer.  I  had  not. 
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Question  237.  Had  yon  an  idea  that  you  would  have  made  $10,000? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question  238.  Twenty  thousand  dollars? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question  239.  A  hundred  thousand  dollars? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say ;  I  have  no  idea  about  it. 

Question  240.  State  what  you  think  the  property  is  worth  at  pre- 
sent? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is  worth. 

Question  241.  What  would  you  be  willing  to  take  for  it? 

Answer.  I  have  no  authority  to  sell  any  portion  of  it  except  the 
lots  laid  off  into  a  town. 

Question  242.  If  you  were  authorized  to  sell  it,  what  value  would 
you  fix  upon  it? 

Answer.  I  should  suppose  it  was  worth  now  double  what  we  gave 
for  it.  I  would  not  be  willing  to  take  less  than  that,  because  in  the 
course  of  time  I  believe  things  will  advance  in  the  west,  and  we  shall 
probably  be  able  to  realize  that  for  it. 

Question  243.  Would  you  be  willing  to  take  for  your  interest  double 
the  amount  you  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  want  to  sell  my  interest.  A  small  interest  would 
be  worth  more  in  proportion  than  the  whole  would  be. 

Question  244.  Were  you  associated  while  there  casually  with  the 
commissioners  authorized  to  sell  the  property,  and  did  you  meet  and 
converse  with  them  ? 

Answer.  I  met  them  casually. 

Question  246.  You,  however,  never  communicated  to  them  that  you 
were  there  with  a  view  of  making  the  purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question  246.  How  did  you  learn  that  these  commissioners  had 
been  appointed  ? 

Answer.  I  learned  it  in  Washington. 

Question  247.  From  whom? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question  248.  Did  you  leave  immediately  for  the  west  on  learniBg 
that  they  had  been  appointed  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  249.  Had  you  no  knowledge  as  to  who  they  would  be  until 
they  were  appointed  ? 

Answer.  I  had  not. 

Question  250.  Did  one  of  those  commissioners  reside  in  Washing* 
ton  at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  251.  Was  you  personally  acquainted  with  him  here? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  never  had  seen  him. 

Question  262.  How  many  days  was  it  after  the  instruction  to  sell 
was  given  before  the  sale  was  effected  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  253.  Did  you  wait  here  to  form  the  combination  with  the 
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fork  parties  before  you  went  on  to  make  the  purchase,  or  did 

rm  the  combination  after  you  got  there  ? 

wer.  It  was  partly  made  before  I  went  west,     I  arranged  with 

eele  and  then  returned  and  consummated  the  arrangement  in 

^ork. 

stion  254.  Can  you  give  us  the  date  of  that  consummation  ? 

wer.  I  cannot. 

stion  255.  Can  you  tell  us  when  the  negotiation  to  make  the 

lation  first  commenced  ? 

wer.  I  cannot. 

stion  256.  Was  it  before  or  after  the  instructions  to  sell  were 

wer.  Before,  I  suppose, 
stion  257.  How  long  before  ? 
wer.  I  cannot  say. 

stion  258.  What  reason  had  you  to  suppose  when  you  were 
ig  that  combination  that  instructions  would  be  given  to  sell  that 
rty  ?  What  induced  you  to  endeavor  to  form  that  combination  ? 
wer.  That  is  answered  by  my  former  answer.  In  my  visit  to 
cretary  of  War  I  obtained  the  first  knowledge  I  had  of  the  sale 

property. 

stion  259.  What  time  was  that? 
wer.  I  think  it  was  early  in  April. 

stion  260.  You  then  went  immediately  to  work  to  form  the 
nation  to  purchase  it  ? 
wer.  A  combination  was  already  formed, 
stion  261.  You  had,  then,  before  you  went  to  the  Secretary, 
1  a  combination? 

wer.  I  did  not.     I  did  not  know  it. 
stion  262.  You  were  afterwards  admitted? 
wer.  I  was ;  I  did  not  make  the  combination,  except  so  far  as 
eele  was  concerned. 
Btion  263.  Did  any  of  the  parties  here  interested   go  west, 

yourself? 

wer.  Mr.  Mather  went  west.  He  resides  in  New  York.  He  is 
ber  of  the  New  York  senate. 

stion  264.  Do  you  know  how  he  first  got  a  knowledge  that  a 
IS  to  be  made  ? 
wrer.  I  do  not. 

8tion  265.  Did  he  never  tell  you? 
wer.  He  never  did. 

ition  266.  Where  did  you  first  meet  him,  and  how  did  the  inter- 
rst  occur  between  you,  in  regard  to  it? 
wer.  I  think  I  first  met  him  in  this  city, 
jtion  267.  Was  the  meeting  accidental,  or  by  appointment? 
wer.  Accidental.     I  knew  him  before. 

Jtion  268.  Did  you  commence  talking  to  him  about  the  sale  of 
Qelling,  or  he  to  you? 
ver.  I  do  not  recollect. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  351 8 
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Question  269.  At  that  time  did  you  conBummate  an  arrangement 
with  him  by  which  the  combination  was  to  be  completed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  think  it  was  done  at  that  time. 

Question  270.  Who  furnished  the  money  that  was  paid? 

Answer.  Mr.  Steele,  and  Mr.  Schell,  and  Mr.  Mather  advanced  the 
money. 

Question  271.  Had  the  parties  who  had  made  improvements  upon 
the  military  reservation  any  right  of  pre-emption? 

Answer.  They  claimed  the  right  of  pre-emption. 

Question  272.  Did  the  commissioners  recognize  their  right  as  a 
good  one? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  the  opinion  of  the  commissioners  was. 

Question  273.  The  commissioners,  at  all  events,  agreed  that  the 
price  of  $20,000  should  be  allowed  to  them,  to  pay  for  their  improve- 
ments? 

Answer.  That  was  the  arrangement  made  by  Mr.  Steele  with  the 
parties. 

Question  274.  You  yourself,  then,  did  not  furnish  any  money  to  pay 
upon  the  purchase  ? 

Answer.  The  purchase  was  made  and  they  advanced  for  me  for  a 
little  while,  and  I  paid  it  back. 

Question  275.  In  money  or  in  part  of  the  property  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  it  in  my  services — by  my  salary. 

Question  276.  Do  you  know  what  induced  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
offer  that  property  for  sale  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me  in  that  interview  referred  to  that  he  was 
authorized  by  Congress  to  sell  those  old  forts. 

He-examination  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  277.  Do  you  understand  that  either  p»rty  is  under  any 
obligation  to  others  to  distribute  any  share  they  may  now  hold? 

Answer.  I  suppose  there  are  other  parties  in  New  York.  I  have 
heard  allusions  made  to  other  parties  in  New  York,  without  their 
names  being  mentioned,  who  were  joint  owners  with  the  company. 

Question  278.  As  you  would  have  paid  $120,000  for  the  purchase  il 
you  could  not  have  obtained  it  for  $90,000,  you  regarded  the  coin- 
missioners  as  rather  favorable  to  you  in  the  purchase  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not,  of  course,  being  purchasers,  communicate  to 
the  commissioners  our  figures  for  the  property.  We  were  upon  tiie 
one  side  as  purchasers,  and  they  upon  the  other  side  as  sellers. 

Question  279.  Did  you  not  regard  them  as  persons  that  you  coold 
obtain  easy  terms  from  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  reason  to  think  that ;  I  had  never  seen  one  of  the 
commissioners  until  I  met  him  there,  and  the  other  one  I  had  never 
seen  in  my  life  before. 

Question  280.  From  what  you  observed  of  them,  were  they  such 
persons  as  you  would  entrust  your  property  to  to  sell  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  have  selected  them,  probably,  as  the  keenest 
agents. 
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Question  281.  Did  you  ever  intimate  to  any  of  yonr  copartners, 
imediately  after  the  pnrchase  was  completed,  that  you  thought  the 
Lrchase  was  worth  h«Jf  a  million  of  dollars  or  more  ? 
Answer.  Well,  I  talked  pretty  large  about  the  property  for  the 
Lrpose  of  making  good  sales,  but  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  said  that. 
Question  282.  Had  you  never  a  conversation  with  any  of  your 
partners,  wherein  you  intimated  that  it  was  worth  half  a  million  of 
•liars. 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question  283,  (by  Mr.- Morris.)  K  you  had  been  the  individual 
mer  of  that  property,  and  had  been  desirous  of  selling  it,  would 
(U  have  sold  it  in  the  manner  in  which  the  commissioners  did  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  should.  If  it  had  been  my  property  I 
3uld  not  have  sold  it  in  that  way.  I  would  have  retained  it,  and 
eitched  the  retail  of  it,  knowing  that  it  would  have  brought  me 
ore  money. 

Question  284,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  You  say  that  you  suppose  other 
urties  besides  those  you  have  mentioned  by  name  were  interested  in 
tat  purchase.  Will  you  state  why  you  suppose  it,  and  who  those 
irties  are  ? 

Answer  I  have  heard  those  persons  who  are  in  the  company  men- 
on  others  interested  without  naming  them.  I  do  not  know  who 
ley  are. 

Question  285,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  What  persons  interested  have 
lentioned  to  you,  without  naming  them,  that  other  parties  were 
iterested. 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  was  Schell  or  Mather. 
Question  286,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)     Can  you  give  the  names  of  any^ 
thers  that  have  been  mentioned  in  your  conversations  with  them  as 
iving  an  interest  ? 
Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question  287,  (by  the  chairman.)  In  the  interview  with  Secretary 
loyd  did  he  communicate  to  you  who  the  agents  were  he  had  ap- 
>inted? 

Answer.  He  had  not  appointed  any  agents  at  that  time,  and  he  did 
)t  communicate  to  me  who  he  would  appoint. 


WEDNESDAY,  Januaby  25, 1858. 

Abchibald  Graham  recalled. 
EocamincUion  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  288.  At  what  time  did  you  leave  Washington  to  go  to 

>rt  Snelling  the  first  time  ? 

Answer.  The  last  of  April,  1857. 

Question  289.  How  long  did  you  remain  there  ? 

Answer.  I  remained  there,  I  suppose,  about  ten  days. 
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Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question  301.  In  the  interview  you  had  with  the  Secretary,  was 
here  any  hint,  suggestion,  or  innuendo  of  any  kind,  directing  your  at- 
ention  to  the  advantages  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve,  or  any  part  or 
arcel  thereof? 

Answer.  There  was  not ;  nor  do  I  believe  that  the  Secretary  had 
he  most  remote  idea  of  the  value  of  either  of  those  forts  ;  he  spoke 
f  them  to  me  as  old  forts,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  he  had  not  any 
nowledge  of  the  value  of  the  property. 

Question  302.  You  say,  had  it  been  your  property  you  would  not 
lave  disposed  of  it  in  a  lump  to  a  single  individual,  as  it  was  disposed 
f  by  the  government  commissioners ;  do  you  mean  by  that  remark  to 
mply  any  censure  of  the  mode  or  results  of  the  sale  of  the  govem- 
aent  ?  Is  there  no  distinction  between  sales  by  the  government  and 
ales  by  individuals?  Has  the  practice  of  the  government  shown  that 
n  these  sales  it  can  protect  itself  from  combinations  as  an  individual 
)roprietor  may  ?  May  not  a  sale  made  by  the  government,  as  this  was 
lone,  be  judicious  and  for  the  interest  of  the  government,  when  it 
Novld  not  be  so  if  made  by  an  individual  proprietor  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  mean  to  imply  any  censure.  I  believe  the  com- 
missioners did  the  best  they  or  any  other  commissioners  could  have 
done.  The  government  can  never  sell  lands  as  well  as  an  individual, 
and  she  rarely  sells  property  at  the  best,  as  far  as  I  am  informed,  at 
anything  like  its  value,  for  lands  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  are  greatly 
below  their  real  value,  and  the  sale  of  this  property  brought  nearer 
its  value  than  any  $1  25  land  sold,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question  303.  Can  you  state,  in  your  opinion,  what  would  have  been 
the  result  of  this  sale  if  it  had  been  submitted  to  the  highest  bidder 
at  public  auction,  either  in  quantities  or  as  a  whole  ? 

Answer.  If  it  had  been  submitted  to  sale  at  public  auction,  I  have 
no  question  but  it  would  have  been  sold  at  the  minimum  price.  The 
sale  of  Fort  Ripley,  in  the  neighborhood,  immediately  afterwards, 
satisfied  me  of  the  truth  of  that.  Combinations  were  there  made,  and 
the  lands  sold  at  seven  cents  per  acre  ;  lands,  as  I  learn  frem  persons 
who  have  been  upon  it,  as  good  as  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve,  though 
not  so  advantageously  located. 


Examination  by  Mr.  Pettit, 

Question  304.  Was  the  arrangement  you  have  referred  to  with 
IfcKenzie  for  the  purpose  of  securing  anything  beyond  the  improve- 
nents  made  by  him  on  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  It  covered  the  improvements  and  one  hundred  and  sixty 
kcres  of  land. 

Question  305.  What  share  did  Steele  take,  and  what  does  he  now 
lold,  by  your  arrangement,  in  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  By  the  agreement,  Mr.  Steele  retained  his  house  and  the 
ot  on  which  it  stood,  less  than  an  acre,  and  he  also  has  in  the  pur- 
chase one-third  of  the  whole. 
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Question  306.  Before  the  making  of  your  arrangement  had  not 
Steele  himself  bought  McKenzie's  interest  in  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  Before  making  our  arrangement  I  think  Mr.  Steele  sup- 
posed he  had  secured  McKenzie's  interest,  but  McKenzie  has  since 
refused  to  make  any  arrangement,  and  now  holds  the  hotel  and  one 
hundred  and  sixty  acres  of  land. 

Question  307.  By  what  authority  does  he  now  pretend  to  hold  it, 
Steele  and  your  company  having  acquired  the  whole  interest  from  the 
government? 

Answer.  That  was  provided  for  in  our  articles  of  agreement. 

Question  308.  What  articles  of  agreement  do  you  refer  to  ? 

Answer.  The  ones  alluded  to  yesterday,  between  Steele,  Mather 
and  myself. 

Question  309.  Was  McKenzie  a  party  to  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  was  not  there,  but  had  some  friend,  I  think, 
who  was  attending  to  his  business  for  him ;  who  he  was  I  do  not 
know. 

Question  310.  Was  your  agreement,  now  referred  to,  in  writing? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  will  be  here  when  Mather  arrives. 

Question  311.  Did  any  agent  of  McKenzie  become  a  party  to  the 
written  agreement  you  allude  to  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  only  parties  to  the  agreement  were  Steele, 
Mather  and  myself. 

Question  312.  Why  then  do  you  say  that  you  are  bound  to  McKemae 
by  this  agreement,  when  no  obligation  had  been  made  to  McKenzie? 

Answer.  We  are  bound  by  the  contract  made  between  ourselves. 

Question  313.  By  your  contract  with  the  government  are  you  not 
at  liberty  to  disavow  any  interest  of  McKenzie  in  the  reservation? 

Answer.  We  may  be  legally,  but  morally  we  would  not  be. 

Question  314.  What  is  your  own  interest  ? 

Answer.  One-ninth. 

Question  315.  What  are  Mather's  and  SchelFs  interests  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  the  interests  of  those  parties. 

Question  316.  Did  you  have  a  conference  with  Mather  and  ScheU, 
before  going  to  Minnesota  and  confering  with  Steele  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  317.  Where  did  it  occur? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  must  have  conferred  with  those  men  before 
going  to  Minnesota,  and  if  so,  I  presume  it  was  in  the  city  of  New 
York  or  Washington. 

Question  318.  What  was  your  inducement  to  that  conference ;  and 
what  knowledge  had  they,  before  it,  that  the  reservation  was  to  be 
brought  to  a  sale  ? 

Answer.  In  meeting  with  those  men  the  subject  was  brought  up 
and  discussed ;  I  do  not  know  what  knowledge  they  had. 

Question  319.  Was  the  subject  introduced  by  you,  or  did  your  con- 
versation with  them  imply  that  they  had  a  knowledge  of  it  already? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question  320.  Did  you  then  make  any  arrangement  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  purchasing  the  reservation  ? 
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Answer.  We  then  agreed  to  unite  to  purchase  the  reservation  if  it 
could  be  obtained. 

Question  321.  Why  did  you  suppose  that  the  reservation  could  be 
got  in  bulk? 

Answer.  I  did  not  suppose  that ;  the  impression  of  all  parties  was, 
so  far  as  I  know,  that  the  reservation  would  be  sold  at  auction,  and 
our  first  plan  was  to  buy  it  at  public  auction,  in  such  parcels  as  we 
tiiought  most  desirable  and  most  valuable. 
Question  322.  At  what  time  was  this  first  conference  ? 
Answer.  I  should  say  it  was  about  the  middle  of  April ;  between 
the  middle  and  last  of  April. 
Question  323.  Was  Steele  present? 
Answer.  He  was  not. 

Question  324.  When  was  your  first  conversation  with  Steele  in  re- 
gard to  buying  in  company  with  him? 

Answer.  After  this  conference  I  went  to  Minnesota  to  confer  with 
Kr.  Steele,  and  he  came  into  the  arrangement  with  us. 

Question  325.  Before  going  west  the  first  time,  did  you,  Mather,  and 
Steele,  agree  upon  the  respective  interests  you  were  to  take  in  the 
reservation? 
Answer.  We  did  not. 

Question  326.  At  what  time  was  your  arrangement  with  Steele 
iuade? 

Answer.  On  my  first  trip  to  Minnesota,  in  1857, 1  made  the  arrange- 
xuent  with  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  327.  Under  that  arrangement,  what  were  the  respective 
Bbu-es  you  agreed  on  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  arrangement  of  shares  at  that  time. 
Question  328,  (by   Mr.  Faulkner.)    I  ask  you  whether   this  first 
^arrangement  with  Steele  contemplated  or  looked  to  a  public  or  a  pri- 
'V'ate  sale? 

Answer.  In  the  first  arrangement  we  looked  to  a  public  sale. 
Question  329,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Why  were  you  making  the  ar- 
rangement with  Steele,  in  looking  to  a  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  Because  of  his  superior  knowledge  of  the  points  of  the 
Property. 

Question  330,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  When  was  the  arrangement,  referred 
"to  in  my  last  interrogatory,  for  the  shares  of  the  parties  fixed  upon  ? 

Answer.  The  articles  of  agreement  were  entered  into  the  day  be- 
^bre  the  sale  by  the  commissioners  to  the  parties.  That  is  my  recol- 
i^ction. 

Question  331.  You  say  Steele  told  you  that  he  thought  the  com- 
txussioners  would  sell  privately  to  avoid  combinations  there.     Was 
^is  before  or  after  your  own  combination  was  made  ? 
Answer.  After  the  combination  was  made. 

Question  332.  The  commissioners  report  they  are  confident  that  all 
the  improvements  could  not  be  sold  for  more  than  $20,000,  and  that 
Vrere  they  to  be  sold  by  themselves  they  would  not  bring  more  than 
One-half  that  sum.     Do  you  agree  in  this  opinion  ? 

Answer.  The  government  improvements  are  in  a  very  dilapidated 
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condition,  and  are  only  valuable  for  government  purposed.  As  to  what 
they  would  bring,  I  do  not  know.  I  amnot  prepared  to  say  whether 
that  is  a  fair  estimate  or  not. 

Question  333.  By  your  purchase  of  the  government  you  acquire  the 
whole  government  reserve  and  improvements,  with  the  exception  of 
Steele's  lot  and  improvement,  the  grave  yard  lots,  and  the  quarter 
section  and  improvements  of  McKenzie  ? 

Answer.  Yes.  Sibley  pays  for  his  interest  to  us  at  the  same  rate 
we  were  to  pay. 

Question  334.  What  reason  had  you,  by  any  usage  of  the  govern- 
ment, in  selling  public  land,  to  expect  a  credit  upon  this  sale  ? 

Answer.  The  contract  with  the  commissioners  was  made  entirely 
by  Mr.  Steele,  we  knowing  nothing  about  the  usages  of  the  govern- 
ment, or  the  contract  until  it  was  completed,  except  that  we  consulted 
with  Mr.  Steele  about  it. 

Question  335.  What  authority  did  the  commissioners  have,  or  pre- 
tend to  have,  to  agree  for  the  making  of  the  deed  to  you  before  the 
payment  of  the  purchase  money  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  had  no  conversation  with  the  commis- 
sioners upon  the  subject.  1  was  ignorant  of  any  such  stipulation  in 
the  contract. 

Examination  by  the  chairman. 

Question  336.  Were  you  cognizant  of  the  first  offer  made  by  Steele 
for  this  property  to  the  commissioners  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question  337,  Was  that  offer  made  to  be  paid  in  cash  or  upon  time! 

Answer.  My  understanding  was,  upon  time. 

Question  338.  Did  Mr.  Steele,  before  he  made  that  offer  to  the  com- 
missioners, learn  from  them  that  you  could  get  that  property  on  time! 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  339.  Did  Mr.  Steele  communicate  to  you  that  he  had  such 
information  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question  340.  Did  Mr.  Steele  communicate  to  you,  at  any  time  he- 
fore  this  purchase  was  made,  that  the  commissioners,  or  either  of 
them,  had  stated  to  him  that  they  thought  it  was  right  and  proper 
that  he  should  have  the  refusal  of  that  property  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question  341.  Did  Mr.  Steele,  in  any  of  the  interviews  between  you 
touching  the  purchase  of  this  property,  state  to  you  that  he  was  satis- 
fied from  an  interview  with  the  commissioners,  or  either  of  them,  that 
he  would  be  selected  as  the  party  to  whom  this  property  would  be 
first  offered  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Rerexamirudion  by  Mr.  MorrtU. 

Question  342.  Mr.  Steele  you  regarded  as  a  man  of  wealth  ? 
Answer.  He  has  the  reputation  of  being  a  man  of  great  wealth. 


TE8TIM0NT.  121 

Question  343,  Has  he  had  any  opportunity  to  make  it  except  as 
sutler  under  the  government  ? 

Answer.  He  has  made  a  great  deal  of  his  money,  as  I  learn  from  him, 
by  the  purchase  of  property  at  a  very  early  period  of  the  settlement 
of  that  country,  which  has  now  become  immensely  valuable  ;  I  mean 
real  estate. 

Question  344.  You  speak  of  his  superior  knowledge  of  the  property 
that  you  purchased  ;  when  you  had  an  interview  with  him  what  was 
his  estimate  of  the  value  of  that  property  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  fixed  any  specific  value  to  it ;  he 
considered  it  valuable  property. 

Question  345.  Well,  you  could  fix,  I  suppose,  some  point ;  did  he 
think  it  was  worth  half  a  million  or  a  quarter  of  a  million  of  dollars  ? 

Answer.  He  never  fixed  any  figures ;  he  spoke  of  it  as'  valuable 
property ;  he  spoke  of  the  point  as  a  valuable  one,  more  valuable 
than  other  points.. 

Question  346.  Did  he  represent  the  value  as  being  very  great  ? 

Answer.  He  always  spoke  of  it  as  very  valuable  property,  and  as 
property  on  which  a  large  city  would  have  been  built  if  the  town  of 
St  Paul  had  not  started  and  gained  so  far  in  advance  of  its  sale. 

Question  347.  What  have  you  received,  and  what  are  you  to  receive 
for  your  services  ? 

Answer.  The  company  pay  me  $5,000  a  year  for  the  management 
of  the  property. 

Question  348.  In  that  was  your  service  included  for  making  the 
purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  charged  my  salary  from  the  first  connexion  I  had  with 
the  purchase  ;  since  my  first  trip  to  Minnesota,  about  the  1st  of  May* 

Question  349.  How  much  in  money  have  you  contributed  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  contributed  anything  except  my  travelling  ex- 
penses, which  have  been  large. 

Question  350.  What  other  person  in  the  company  or  outside  was  to 
deceive  compensation  for  his  services  ? 

Answer.  Outside  the  company  there  is  nobody  that  I  know  of ;  in- 
Bide  the  company  there  is  nobody  that  I  know  of  except  myself. 

Question  351.  Is  not  Mr.  Steele  to  have  anything? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  352.  Will  you  or  your  company  feel  it  binding  in  consci- 
ence or  honor  hereafter  to  pay  any  other  person  in  your  company  or 
Out  of  it  for  his  services  ? 

Answer.  I  can  only  speak  for  myself.  I  will  not,  and,  as  far  as  I 
know,  the  company  will  not. 

Be-examination  by  Mr.  Pettit. 

Question  353.  Do  you  think  the  sale  made  by  the  commissioners 
^as  in  its  mode  best  calculated  to  realize  to  the  government  the  best 
t>rioe8? 

Answer.  The  question  with  the  commissioners  must  have  been 
Whether  they  should  sell  it  publicly  or  privately.    If  it  had  been  sold 
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publicly,  I  do  not  believe  it  would  have  brought  more  than  the  mini- 
mum price.  A  portion  of  that  same  reserve  was  sold  a  few  years  be- 
fore, embracing  land  equally  or  more  valuable  than  the  portion  pur- 
chased by  us,  and  it  was  all  sold  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre. 

Question  354.  ff  the  property  had  been  advertised  by  the  commis- 
sioners for  sale  privately  would  you  have  made  a  lesH  offer  than  you 
did  make  ? 

Witness.  If  it  had  been  advertised  for  proposals  do  you  mean? 

Mr.  Pettit.  Yes. 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  would  have  been  the  action  of  our 
company.  It  is  a  question  upon  which  we  never  had  any  discussion. 
I  do  not  know  what  their  decision  would  have  been. 

Question  355.  With  that  condition,  what  reason  would  there  have 
been  for  offering  less  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  can  think  of. 

Question  356.  On  the  other  hand,  under  that  mode,  would  your 
company  have  been  induced  to  offer  the  full  price  you  had  agreed 
upon? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  probable  they  would. 

Question  357.  What  objection  was  there,  with  a  view  of  gettii^ 
good  prices,  to  offering  it  in  the  market  in  that  mode,  and  invitiDg 
competition  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  none. 

Question  358.  Why  do  you  say  that  the  mode  adopted  was  the 
best  mode  of  sale,  if  your  company  by  any  other  mode  would  have 
been  induced  to  offer  a  still  larger  price  ? 

Answer.  The  only  two  modes  that  were  spoken  of  were  public  auc- 
tion and  private  sale.  This  other  was  never  once  mentioned  that  I 
heard  of. 

Question  359.  Is  not  the  usual  mode  of  selling  property  advantage- 
ously by  advertising  and  inviting  competition  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  usual  mode. 

Question  360.  Was  it  likely  that  any  other  offers  would  be  made 
imless  it  were  published  that  the  reservation  was  to  be  brought  to 
sale? 

Answer.  It  is  not. 

Question  361.  Do  you  know  that  any  persons  other  than  your  com- 
pany had  a  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  the  commissioners  were  author- 
ized to  sell  ? 

Answer.  It  was  known.  I  heard  the  thing  talked  of  about  St.  Paul 
and  about  Fort  Snelling  that  these  persons  were  authorized  to  sell, 
but  their  determination  to  sell  privately  I  do  not  think  was  known. 

Question  362.  Did  you  not  hear  in  conversation  that  there  were 
many  persons  wishing  to  buv  when  the  reservation  was  offered  for 
sale  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  some  persons  say  they  would  like  to  have  an  in- 
terest in  the  reservation.  My  acquaintance  there  was  not  very  ex- 
tensive, and  I  did  not  have  communication  with  very  many  persons. 
I  was  a  stranger  in  the  country. 

Question  363.  In  your  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  War, 
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state  whether  any  intimation  was  given  of  making  the  sale  on  time, 
or  whether  it  was  to  bo  in  large  or  small  parcels? 

Answer.  None. 

Question  364.  What  knowledge  have  you  of  other  reservations  of 
this  character  being  offered  in  bulk? 

Answer.  I  have  none. 

Question  365.  When  did  you  first  know  of  the  authority  of  these 
commissioners  to  make  this  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think,  about  the  middle  of  May. 

Question  366.  Did  you  know  the  instructions  of  the  government  to 
the  commissioners  before  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question  367.  Did  you  know  that  the  instructions  limited  the  ex- 
tent of  Steele's  settlement  on  the  land  to  160  acres? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question  368.  Did  you  also  know  that  the  purpose  of  the  govern- 
ment, as  signified  there,  was  to  allow  persons  of  small  means  to  buy, 
and  that  for  that  purpose  it  was  recommended  to  sell  the  reserve  in 
small  parcels? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did,  * 

Question  369,  (by  the  chairman.)  From  whom  did  you  first  learn 
the  latitude  of  the  instructions  to  the  commissioners? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question  370,  (by  the  chairman.)  If  this  reservation  had  been  laid 
off  and  sold  in  lots  of  forty  acres,  what,  in  your  judgment,  would  have 
been  the  sum  for  which  it  would  have  sold? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  it  would  have  brought  more  than  the 
liEiinimum  price. 

Question  371,  (by  the  chairman.)  What  do  you  mean  by  the  mini- 
J^um  price? 

Answer.  The  price  fixed  as  such  by  the  Secretary  of  War — $7  50 
per  acre. 

Question  372,  (by  the  chairman.)  Is  this  opinion  of  yours  super- 
itiduced  by  the  fact  that  you  think  combinations  would  have  been 
formed  which  would  have  prevented  it  from  selling  for  more? 

Answer.  It  is. 

Question  273,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Were  you  and  the  men  with  whom 
you  were  operating  ready  to  make  that  combination  upon  your  part? 

Answer.  We  were  not.  Nothing  would  have  induced  me,  as  a 
party,  to  have  done  it. 

Question  374,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  see  others  there  who 
^ou  had  reason  to  suppose  were  ready  to  make  such  a  combination? 

Answer.  I  only  heard  of  combinations  on  the  part  of  others.  In 
^tjr  company  no  such  matter  was  discussed.  If  it  had  been,  I  am 
^^tisfied  it  would  have  been  rejected  with  scorn  by  every  member  of 
^lie  company. 

Question  375,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  see  other  persons  there 
^hom  you  supposed  would  form  such  combinations  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  see  any  persons  there  who  I  could  say  would 
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have  entered  into  such  combinations.  These  combinations  are.  as  I 
suppose,  kept  secret  and  quiet. 

Question  376,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  What  reasons  have  you  to  suppose 
that  there  were  parties  there  ready  to  form  such  combinations? 

Answer.  I  supposed  it  first  from  the  previous  sale  of  the  reserva- 
tion, and  from  the  talk  among  the  people  that  there  would  be. 

Question  377,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  it  not  your  purpose,  in  the 
arrangement  which  you  made  with  Mr.  Steele,  to  purchase  the  pro- 
perty at  as  low  a  price  as  possible,  either  at  public  or  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  It  was  always  our  determination  to  get  it  on  as  good  terms 
as  we  could. 


THURSDAY,  January  21,  1858, 

Major  Seth  Eastman  recalled. 

Eocamination  by  Mr.  MorrtU. 

Question  378.  How  long  dcfes  it  take  ordinarily  a  letter  to  go  by 
mail  from  Washington  to  Fort  SnelUng,  or  to  come  from  Fort  Snelling 
here  ? 

Answer.  I  think  about  three  days  is  the  usual  time,  though  that  is 
not  regular. 

Question  379.  How  long  did  it  take  your  letters  or  newspapers 
ordinarily  to  reach  you  from  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember,  because  I  never  noticed  it.  I  think 
we  can  go  there  in  three  days,  and  I  have  heard  of  persons  going  ia 
seventy-two  hours. 

Question  380,  Do  you  think  you  generally  received  your  letters 
and  papers  from  this  city  in  less  time  than  a  week  ? 

Answer.  When  I  was  stationed  there  I  only  got  them  once  a  month. 
That  was  before  the  railroads  were  extended  out.  The  last  time  I 
went  there  in  three  days. 

Question  381.  Do  you  have  daily  mails? 

Answer.  I  think  there  is  a  mail  six  days  in  the  week.  I  believe 
there  is  none  on  Sunday. 

Question  382.  Did  you  receive  your  instructions  in  this  city,  or 
were  they  transmitted  to  you  by  mail  ? 

Answer.  They  were  transmitted  by  an  agent. 

Question  383.  How  long  after  their  date  did  you  receive  your 
nstructions.     They  were  dated  the  25th  of  May. 

Answer.  I  received  them  the  first  week  in  June. 

Question  384.  You  were  instructed  to  make  a  preliminary  report  to 
the  department,  and  then  to  await  further  instructions.  Why  did  yon 
not  obey  those  instructions  ? 

Answer.  A  preliminary  report  was  to  be  made  if  we  found  any 
lomjide  settlers  upon  the  reservation  ;  if  we  did  not,  we  had  no  pre- 
liminary report  to  make. 

Question  385.  And  yet  you  considered  that  they  were  so  far  settlers 
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hat  they  ought  to  be  considered  and  remunerated  in  any  Bale  you 
aight  make  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  understand  that  they  were  to  be  remunerated. 

Question  386.  Did  not  you  stipulate  with  Mr.  Steele  that  this  pro- 
)erty,  to  the  amount  of  $15,000,  and  some  other  property,  (that  of 
ilcKenzie,)  should  be  paid  for  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Steele,  if  he  bought  the  place,  paid  Mr. 
UcKenzie  for  his  hotel  property.  He  allowed  him  to  take  some  land 
at  the  same  price,  if  he  did  not  want  to  sell  the  property. 

Question  387,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner^  Do  I  understand  that  your 
object  was  to  secure  the  property  to  the  individual,  not  regarding 
Um  as  having  any  claim  on  the  land  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  admit  that  he  had  any  claim  to  the  land ;  and, 
moreover,  Steele  admitted  that  he  had  no  right  as  a  settler,  although, 
perhaps,  had  I  been  compelled  to  decide,  I  might  have  decided  that 
le  had  a  good  right  as  a  settler,  he  having  been  twenty  years  upon 
the  soil.  I  have  seen  so  many  worse  claims  allowed  that  I  might 
liave  so  decided. 

Question  388,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Although  you  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  he  had  no  rights  as  a  pre-emptor,  you  yet  came  to  the  con- 
clugion  that  he  had  a  right  to  purchase  over  any  and  all  others  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  389.  Was  that  according  to  your  instructions  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  no  particular  instructions.  I  have  stated  that  the 
cnly  instructions  were  those  you  have  just  read. 

Question  390.  In  your  report  to  the  Secretary  of  War  you  say  you 
kave  ascertained,  from  good  authority,  that  combinations  were  being 
made  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  this  land  at  the  government  price 
of  $1  25  per  acre.     What  was  that  authority  ? 

Answer.  Besides  rumors,  and  what  the  other  commissioner,  who 
mixed  with  the  people  at  the  hotel  every  day,  told  me,  Mr.  Rice,  and 
lam  under  the  impression  some  other  persons,  told  me  that  there  would 
be  conibinations. 

Question  391.  Who  were  those  other  persons  ? 

Answer.  Besides  Mr.  Rice,  I  think  Mr.  Steele  told  me,  though  I  will 
act  be  certain  about  it.  I  have  the  impression  that  there  were  several 
)ther8. 

Question  392.  Did  those  men  so  inform  you  that  there  was  to  be  a 
x)mbination,  after  you  had  received  instructions  to  sell,  and  had  been 
tppointed  agent  to  sell? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  to  my  recollection. 

Question  393.  Then  the  only  person  who  informed  you  that  there 
uras  to  be  a  combination,  except  Mr.  Rice,  was  Mr.  Steele — the  very 
nan  to  whom  you  sold  ? 

Answer.  He  was  the  man  to  whom  the  sale  was  made. 

Question  394.  Did  you  have  any  counsel  with  your  fellow  commis- 
ioner,  Heiskell,  as  to  the  propriety  of  selling  the  land  so  soon  after 
^ou  received  your  instructions  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  anything  particular  was  said  about  it. 

Question  395.  Did  he  ever  intimate  to  you  that  he  thought  it  was 
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too  early  to  sell  the  land  within  one,  two,  three,  or  four  days  after  re- 
ceiving the  instructions  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any  conversation  about  it.  The  lands 
were  ready  to  be  sold  then,  and  might  have  been  sold  a  month  before, 
for  that  matter. 

Question  396.  Did  you  or  Mr.  Heiskell  have  the  principal  share  in 
the  negotiation  upon  the  subject  ? 

Answer.  We  were  together.  I  do  not  know  that  he  saw  Mr.  Steele 
at  any  time  when  I  was  not  with  him.  He  may  have  done  so,  but  I 
think  we  acted  mostly  together.  He  was  living  at  St.  Paul,  and  I  was 
living  above,  six  miles  from  him. 

Question  397.  How  came  you  to  sell  this  land  upon  time  when  there 
were  no  instructions  of  that  sort  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  give  any  good  reason  further  than 
that  he  wished  it.  I  did  not  suppose  there  was  anything  wrong 
about  it. 

Question  398.  In  making  a  sale  of  so  much  importance  as  this, 
would  you  generally  suppose  it  to  be  right  to  comply  with  the  wishes 
of  the  purchaser? 

Answer.  In  cases  like  that  I  would,  where  the  whole  money  was 
secured  on  the  land. 

Question  399.  By  your  instructions,  you  had  a  right  to  sell  this 
land  in  small  parcels  of  forty  acres.  Did  you  not  suppose  that  you 
might  have  obtained  a  greater  price  if  you  had  followed  out  diat 
branch  of  your  instructions  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  my  opinion  is  that  we  would  not  have  got  so 
much.  If  we  had  put  it  up  at  auction,  and  sold  it  in  that  way,  I 
think  we  should  have  got,  even  if  there  had  been  fair  competition,  a 
higher  price  for  some  portions  of  it,  and  a  smaller  price  for  oAer 
portions.  But  I  did  not  think  that  we  should  have  a  fair  competition. 
Again,  had  we  taken  another  course,  and  advertised  it  for  bids  in 
small  portions,  we  should  have  got  a  great  many  bids  for  certain 
portions,  and  no  bids  at  all  for  other  portions.  Some  of  those  other 
portions  we  should  not  have  had  bids  for,  because  we  could  not  have 
taken  less  than  $7  60  per  acre. 


Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  400.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  public  property  of  that 
description  which  has  been  sold  upon  time? 

Answer.     I  do  not  know  any. 

Question  401.  You  had  no  precedent  for  your  course? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  402.  You  spoke  just  now  of  your  fellow  commissioner 
(Mr.  Heiskell)  living  at  St.  Paul,  and  you  living  six  miles  above. 

Answer.  He  lived  at  a  hotel  in  St.  Paul,  and  I  lived  above,  at  this 
hotel,  owned  by  McKenzie.  That  was  last  summer.  That  was  vacated 
by  the  keeper,  and  as  I  had  no  other  place  to  go  to  I  lived  there. 

Question  403.  How  long  did  you  live  there? 
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Answer.  From  some  time  in  May  until  some  time  in  September^ 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  days  that  I  lived  in  the  fort. 

Question  404.  Were  you  upon  militaiy  duty  there  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  upon  this  duty. 

Question  405.  You  were  then  in  Washington  when  you  were  ap- 
pointed to  perform  this  duty? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question  406.  When  you  speak  of  living  there,  you  went  out  there 
to  perform  the  mission  assigned  you  by  the  Secretary  of  War? 

Answer.  Ye8,  sir. 

Question  407.  Do  you  think  that  Port  Snelling  is  valuable  to  the 
government  still  as  a  military  station? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  consider  it  as  perfectly  useless  as  a  military 
station.  The  country  is  settled  north,  south,  east,  and  west  of  it.  A 
city  of  15,000  inhabitants  lies  within  five  or  six  miles  of  it.  The 
Indians  that  inhabited  that  part  of  the  country  have  removed  a  hun- 
dred miles  or  more  west,  and  their  country  is  now  occupied  by  our 
people.  Of  course  the  place  aflfords  no  protection  to  the  people, 
because  the  people  are  strong  enough  to  take  care  of  themselves. 
The  forces  formerly  there  should  be  removed  to  where  the  Indians 
are,  as  has  already  been  done,  and  new  posts  have  been  built  for  this 
very  purpose. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  408.  How  long  had  it  ceased  to  be  used  for  military  pur- 
poses? 

Answer.  It  has  been  used  for  military  purposes  up  to  this  date,  for 
troops  to  remain  there,  there  being  no  other  place  to  put  them.  Even 
last  summer,  after  it  was  abandoned,  troops  came  on  from  the  east  to 
go  on  to  the  next  post  further  west,  and  stopped  there.  They  might 
as  well  have  stopped  in  tents  on  their  regular  march,  as  others  did. 
As  they  were  there,  it  was  convenient  for  them  to  occupy  the  buildingSi 
but  it  was  by  no  means  necessary  that  they  should  have  done  so. 

Question  409.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  military  forts  now  in  the 
west  and  northwest? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  there  are  three  in  that  Territory. 

Question  4H).  Where  are  they  located? 

Answer.  There  are  Fort  Ripley  and  Port  Ridgley ;  the  former  north 
of  Port  Snelling,  and  the  latter  west-southwest.  Fort  Ridgley  is  upon 
the  same  river,  (the  Minnesota,)  a  little  south  of  west.  Those  are  the 
only  ones  I  know  in  Minnesota. 

Question  411.  Do  you  think  they  are  still  valuable  as  military 
stations? 

Answer.  One  of  them  is.  One  of  them  was  abandoned  previous  to 
the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  as  no  longer  required  for  military  defences. 
The  other  one  is  the  one  built,  as  I  suppose,  to  take  the  place  of  Port 
Snelling,  and  is  situated  at  the  extremity  of  the  Indian  reserve,  on  the 
Minnesota  river.  The  Indians  are  west  of  it  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  is 
the  point  from  which  operations  should  be  carried  on  against  these 
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antry,  then  it  might  be  necessary  for  the  government  to  keep  up  a 
pot  for  trains  at  any  expense. 

ExaminaJtum  by  the  chairman. 

Question  419,  How  did  Dr.  Graham  learn  the  terms  upon  which 
u  were  authorized  to  offer  this  property  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  420.  Have  you  any  information  that  Dr.  Graham  knew  of 
lur  instructions  prior  to  the  making  of  the  sale  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  421.  Did  you  have  any  interview  with  Dr.  Graham  prior 
the  sale  ?  , 

Answer.  I  did,  soon  after  my  arrival  there. 

Question  422.  In  any  of  the  interviews  you  had  with  Dr.  Graham, 
id  he  communicate  to  you  the  fact  that  he  had  information  that  you 
ere  to  be  one  of  the  agents  to  sell  that  property,  and  the  terms  upon 
hich  you  were  to  make  the  sale  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  423.  Do  you  know  John  C.  Mather? 
Answer.  I  never  knew  him  until  he  was  there  to  make  out  the 
apers. 

Question  424.  Did  you  know,  before  you  made  this  sale  to  Steele, 
•ora  information  received  from  Steele,  or  from  others,  that  Mather 
Qd  Graham  were  to  be  his  partners  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  426.  When  did  you  first  learn  it  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  in  data.    I  did  not  know  that  Mather  was 
mnected  with  him ;  nor  did  I  know  that  Dr.  Graham  was,  except 
om  rumors  which  came  to  me  afterwards. 
Question  426.  Who  made  out  the  papers? 

Answer.  Mr.  Mather  made  out  the  legal  papers.     I  supposed  he 
as  a  lawyer  employed  to  make  them  out,  employed  by  Steele. 
Question  427.  You  refer  to  the  contract  between  you? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  Mr.  Mather  wrote  it,  and  we  altered  it. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Pettit. 

Question  428.  Your  instructions  required  you  to  examine  and  ascer- 
in  how  far  the  reserve  of  Fort  Snelling  had  been  made  valuable  by 
iblic  improvements? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Those  improvements  had  been  constructed 
arly  forty  years.  I  think  they  were  commenced  in  1819,  and  fin- 
led  in  two  years.  They  have  been  occupied  and  in  use  ever  since. 
'  course  they  were  old,  and  I  estimated  them  in  this  way :  what 
)uld  any  man  give  for  them  if  put  up  and  sold  at  auction.  I  could 
t  believe  they  would  give  $10,000.  I  was  almost  certain  they  would 
t  give  $20,000.  Others  might  have  had  a  different  opinion.  Now 
lo  not  know  what  use  could  be  made  of  them,  except  for  military 
rposes.  They  might  be  used  temporarily  to  store  things  in.  They 
H.  Rep.  Com.  351 9 
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Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  have  any  application  upon 
lis  particular  land ;  I  knew  it  would  upon  public  lands  generally. 

Question  437,  Did  you,  then,  make  your  oflFer  to  Steele  only  with 
jference  to  his  right  being,  in  your  opinion,  as  a  pre-emptor,  larger? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  pre-emption  had  anything  particular  to 
0  about  it.  I  thought,  from  his  long  residence  there,  that  it  would 
©  no  more  than  justice  to  give  him  the  refusal. 

Question  438.  Your  instructions  referred  to  the  sale  of  the  property 
}  if  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  department  to  allow  persons  of  small 
leans  to  purchase  small  tracts.  Did  you  make  any  attempt  to  accom- 
lish  that? 

Answer.  I  have  given  the  reason  why  it  woidd  not  be  well  to  sell 

at  auction  in  smdl  pieces.     We  did  not  offer  it  at  auction. 

Question  439.  It  could  have  been  sold  publicly? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  have  given  my  reasons  why  I  think  it  would  not 
ave  been  well. 

Question  440,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Can  you  inform  the  committee 
hy  was  embraced  so  large  a  quantity  of  land  in  the  Port  Snelling 
lilitary  reservation? 

Answer.  For  fuel  and  forage  ;  I  know  of  no  other  reason.  I  remem- 
jer  that  I  have  had  to  go  nine  or  ten  miles  after  fuel  to  supply  the 
brt.  When  I  went  there,  the  banks  of  the  Minnesota  were  lined 
»rith  a  thick  forest,  extending  probably  a  hundred  yards  in  width,  and 
Ji  aome  places  perhaps  three  hundred ;  all  that  has  been  cleared  off 
Pot  twelve  miles  at  least,  and  now  the  government  have  to  buy  their 
own  wood  for  the  fort. 

Question  441,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Is  there  any  timber  now  upon 
fte  reserve  that  was  sold? 

Answer.  I  should  cay  that  there  was  no  timber,  though  there  are 
some  few  scattering  oak  trees  of  small  growth.  There  is  one  place 
on  the  lake  where  there  is  a  small  grove  of  trees,  but  not  enough  to 
depend  on  for  fuel.  If  there  had  been  any  timber  there,  we  should 
have  cut  it  down  to  supply  the  fort  with  fuel. 

Question  442,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  You  say  you  have  cleared  off  the 
timber,  on  the  banks  of  the  river,  for  twelve  miles? 

Answer.  According  to  my  estimation.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I 
Jave  cleared  it  off,  but  I  have  seen  it  cleared  off  for  that  distance  at 
east.  One  other  reason  why  we  like  to  have  a  large  reserve  for  the 
brt  is,  to  keep  people — whiskey  sellers,  &c. — from  disturbing  us, 
^hich  is  often  a  very  essential  point  in  favor  of  having  a  large  reser- 
ation. 


Answer,  i  nave  not.  i  was  mere  wnen  u  was  annotincea  m 
sale  had  been  made.     I  had  no  connexion  with  it. 

Question  444.  Will  you  express  to  this  committee  your  opin 
to  the  propriety  of  making  sale  of  that  reserve,  by  the  goveni 
at  the  time  it  was  made  ? 

Answer.  I  am  the  senior  officer  of  General  Scott's  staff,  and  i 
sequence  of  the  old  age  and  illness  of  one  of  the  inspector  gei 
I  was  put  upon  the  duty  of  inspector  general.  Just  at  that  tin 
Indian  difficulties  occurred  in  Minnesota,  and  I  was  ordered  U 
Snelling  to  ascertain  the  temper  of  the  Indians,  the  cause  of  thi 
culties,  where  military  posts  ought  to  be  placed,  the  number  req 
the  number  of  troops  needed,  &c.  I  made  an  inspection  of 
Snelling  and  also  of  Fort  Ridgley,  on  the  Minnesota  river,  a  hu 
miles  west  southwest  of  Port  Snelling ;  and  also  of  the  post 
had  just  been  abandoned  on  the  Upper  Mississippi,  a  hundre 
twenty  miles  or  so  north  of  Fort  Snelling — Fort  Ripley. 

I  was  at  Fort  Ridgley  a  short  time  after  the  difficulties  wil 
Indians  occurred,  and  when  the  annuities  were  withheld  from 
until  they  brought  in  Ink-pa-du-ta  and  his  band. 

I  arrived  at  Fort  Snelling  on  the  1st  of  August  last,  and  ren 
in  that  country  until  the  19th  of  that  month.  I  was  engaged 
interval  in  making  the  inspections  of  which  I  spoke. 

In  making  my  report  to  General  Scott,  I  gave  certain  views 
I  will  now  express  here. 

I  found  great  excitement  among  the  Sioux  Indians  there,  and 
satisfied  that  Fort  Ridgley  was  an  important  post,  for  it  was  up 
military  reserve  occupied  by  those  Sioux  Indians  who  had  pre^ 
occupied  the  country  around  Fort  Snelling.  I  considered  thai 
Ridgley)  an  important  point  for  at  least  three  companies. 

I  stated  further,  that  in  consequence  of  the  bad  feeling  be 
those  reserve  or  annuity  Indians,  and  other  bands  of  Indians 
roamed  over  the  whole  of  that  western  country  to  the  Missouri 
called  the  Yancktons  and  Yancktonees,  I  should  recommend  ai 
tional  post  up  at  the  other  end  of  that  reserve,  which  was  120 
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qnence  of  the  necessity  of  providing  for  this  Mormon  expedition. 
That  left  the  country  almost  without  troops,  but  troops  were  sent  in 
from  Missouri  soon  afterwards.  I  found  the  place  abandoned  and  in 
possession  of  the  ordnance  sergeant.  The  chaplain  of  the  post  was 
still  there.  They  told  me  that  since  the  withdrawal  of  the  troops, 
the  Chippewa  Indians  that  occupied  the  northern  part  of  the  Missis- 
sippi river,  and  on  the  lakes  in  the  northern  part  of  Minnesota,  had 
changed  their  bearing  very  much  ;  were  hanging  about  the  post ;  had 
become  insolent,  and  fears  were  expressed  that  they  would  have  difB- 
culties  with  them.  When  the  annuities  were  paid  in  July,  they  had 
some  broils  at  Crow  Wing,  and  it  was  said  that  several  Indians  had 
killed  each  other,  and  that  one  white  man  was  killed ;  and  I  also 
understood  that  they  recently  had  attacked  a  party  who  were  getting 
timber  in  that  region,  and  took  away  all  their  provisions.  I  was  satis- 
fied from  what  I  heard,  and  from  a  conversation  with  a  clergyman 
who  had  lived  up  there,  who,  with  his  family,  had  come  away  to  save 
their  lives,  that  the  Indians  were  in  exceedingly  bad  temper.  I  saw 
that  there  might  be  difficulties  between  the  Chippewas  and  the 
whites,  and  also  between  the  Chippewas  and  Sioux,  who  were  always 
at  war.  The  moment  I  got  back  I  recommended  that  Fort  Ripley  be 
reorganized,  and  it  was  done.  A  company  was  sent  there  soon  after. 
Question  445.  My  enquiry  was  directed  to  the  propriety  of  aban- 
donmg  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  I  was  stating  my  position  there  preliminary  to  coming  to 
that  matter.  I  recommended  two  posts,  one  on  the  Mississippi  and 
one  on  the  Minnesota.  As  a  depot  for  those  two  posts,  I  regarded 
Fort  Snelling  as  necessary.  At  Fort  Snelling  there  was  a  quarter- 
master, having  his  trains,  his  stables,  and  everything  necessary  to 
supply  those  interior  posts— one,  100  miles  and  the  other  120  miles 
distant.  Fort  Snelling  was  at  the  head  of  navigation.  There  was  a 
landing  there — storehouses  and  everything  necessary — and  being  such, 
I  recommended  that  it  should  be  retained  as  a  point  of  supply,  and 
as  a  point  from  which  to  send  out  troops. 

Question  446.  What  was  the  date  of  your  communication  to  the 
jeneral-in-chief? 

Answer.  It  was  on  the  18th  of  August.  I  wrote  my  report  on  the 
[8th  and  left  on  the  19th. 
Question  447.  Was  that  prior  or  subsequent  to  the  sale? 
Answer.  It  was  subsequent  to  the  sale.  I  was  there  when  Mr. 
Steele  returned,  as  I  understood  it,  from  Washington,  with  the  condi- 
ions  of  the  sale  in  his  pocket.  When  I  first  got  there  I  heard  that 
^ort  Snelling  was  to  be  sold,  and  that  probably  it  was  sold  at  that 
ime. 

Question  448.  Would  it  have  been  proper  to  have  retained  that 
arge  quantity  of  land  in  connexion  with  the  fort,  as  a  mere  military 
lepot? 
Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 

Question  449.  What  amount  of  land  do  you  suppose  it  would  have 
)een  proper  to  retain  with  the  fort? 
Answer.  I  should  think  only  land  enough  to  control  the  landing 
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Question  457.  You  have  had  no  reason  to  change'  the  opinions  you 

)ressed  in  your  report  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  and  they  are  very  much  the  same  I  have  expressed 

re. 

Uocamination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  458.  You  said  you  knew  nothing  of  the  sale,  that  no 

jtructions  had  been  given  for  the  sale  of  this  property  until  Steele 

me  from  Washington  with  the  papers  in  his  pocket  ? 

Answer.  I  went  there  in  August,  and  knew  nothing  of  the  sale. 

lere  the  officers  told  me  it  was  contemplated  that  Fort  Snelling 

Duld  be  sold,  and  that  it  was  probable  that  the  sale  had  already 

ken  place  ;  that  the  sale  would  be  made  at  Washington. 

Question  459.  The  sale  was  made  there  and  confirmed  here.    The 

iblic  did  not  seem  to  have  any  knowledge  that  the  sale  had  been 

ade? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  the  officer  that  gave  this  information  said  he 

mid  not  say  positively  that  the  sale  had  been  made,  but  that  he  had 

)  doubt  that  it  would  bo  made  in  a  few  days.     I  was  upon  this  mili- 

ry  business,  and  when  I  got  back  to  Fort  Snelling  it  was  announced 

lat  the  sale  had  been  made,  and  that  Steele  was  the  purchaser. 

Question  460.  You  say  you  see  no  reason  to  change  your  views  as 

[pressed  to  the  general-in-chief  as  to  the  propriety  of  retaining  Fort 

lelling  as  a  place  of  military  supply.    Do  you  mean  by  that  that  it 

Duld  be  desirable  for  the  government  to  repossess  itself  of  Fort 

lelling  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question  461.  How  much  do  you  think  the  government  could  afford 

pay  for  it  to  repossess  itself  of  the  property? 

Answer.  It  is  only  valuable  as  a  station  for  troops  to  send  out  upon 

emergency,  and  as  a  supply  for  posts  at  a  distance.    It  is  important, 

you  have  there  all  the  supplies  and  the  means  of  transportation. 

lere  are  two  modes  of  supply,  one  by  our  own  teams  and  trains,  and 

B  other  by  citizens.    As  a  military  man,  I  would  not  wish  to  throw 

rself  into  the  hands  of  citizens,  for  in  an  emergency  they  will  com- 

16  against  you.     At  first  you  might  get  supplies  from  citizens  at  a 

isonable  rate,  but  the  moment  you  break  up  your  own  supply  trains 

By  will  combine  against  you.    What  would  be  the  cost  of  supplying 

^se  troops  ourselves  and  what  would  be  the  cost  of  supplying  them 

rough  citizens  I  cannot  tell,  hence  it  is  difficult  to  tell  what  is  the 

mey  value  of  this  place  as  a  depot  for  such  purposes. 

Question  462.  Would  it  be  of  more  value  to  the  government  than 

e  government  received  for  it? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question  463.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  two  or  three  times  as 

luable  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  the  whole  reservation  necessary.     All  that 

necessary  is  to  furnish  four  hundred  tons  of  grass. 

Question  464.  Do  you  think  the  government  could,  with  propriety, 
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Question  473,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  How  large  a  number  of  inhabitants 
3  there  at  Fort  Snelling  or  on  the  reservation? 
Answer.  Inhabitants  are  excluded  from  the  reservation.     There  is 
jmall  town  opposite,  and  a  few  settlements  near  the  reservation,  in 
e  direction  of  St.  Paul. 

Question  474,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Were  there  many  persons  about 
ere  at  the  time  you  were  staying  there  ? 
Answer.  But  very  few. 

Question  475,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Do  you  think  it  would  be  better, 
Bending  supplies  to  Forts  Ridgley  and  Ripley,  to  rely  upon  the 
eans  of  the  government  than  upon  the  enterprise  of  individual  citi- 
ins? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir,  , 

Question  476,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Can  you  give  an  estimate  of  the 
inual  cost  to  the  government  of  retaining  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot 
r  provisions,  with  all  the  necessary  means  of  transportation  to  those 
?o  other  points  you  have  mentioned? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  It  depends  upon  the  number  of  trains  neces- 
jry  to  be  kept  up. 

Question  477,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Is  not  that  section  of  country 
iflBciently  well  settled  with  population  to  afford  the  government,  at 
ly  time  it  desires,  with  the  means  of  transportation  to  Forts  Ridgley 
id  Ripley,  through  the  citizens? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.    Those  posts  could  be  supplied  from  St.  Paul. 
Question  478,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Major  Eastman  did  not  tell  you,  then, 
lat  he  had  already  sold  the  fort  and  the  reservation  at  the  time  you 
lude  to? 

Answer.  He  did  not ;  nor  did  I  understand  that  he  had  the  selling 
'  it,  from  his  remarks? 

Question  479,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Where  did  this  conversation  with 
Ajor  Eastman  take  place,  and  when? 

Answer.  I  arrived  at  Fort  Snelling  on  Saturday,  the  1st  day  of 
ugust.  I  remained  there  Sunday,  and  left  on  Monday  for  Fort  Ridg- 
y,  and  Major  Eastman  accompanied  me.  It  is  probable  I  may  have 
«n  him  on  Saturday;  I  do  not  remember;  but  I  did  see  him  on 
mday,  and  I  think  it  was  then  that  the  first  conversation  took  place. 


Hezbkiah  S.  McCuLLOM  sworn. 

Ikcaminatum  by  Mr.  FavUcner. 

Question  480.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 

inces  connected  with  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at 

)rt  Snelling? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  transactions  connected  with 

a  matter  at  all. 

Question  481.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  value  of  that  reserva- 

n  at  the  time  of  sale  ? 

Answer.  Only  from  inquiry.    I  was  up  there  looking  about,  and 
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the  only  knowledge  I  have  in  reference  to  the  matter  is  from  con- 
versation with  persons  in  the  neighborhood,  and  with  parties  who 
were  talking  about  becoming  interested  in  the  purchase. 

Question  482.  Have  you  any  knowledge  bearing  upon  the  illegality 
of  anything  connected  with  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  the  sale. 

Question  483.  Did  you  go  up  there  with  a  view  of  making  a  pur- 
chase of  any  part  of  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  went  there  with  a  view  of  making  purchases  somewhere 
in  that  country. 

Question  484.  Was  it  prior  or  subsequent  to  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  Subsequent.  I  had  some  friends  who  were  somewhat  in- 
terested in  the  matter,  and  heard  it  talked  of  a  good  deal  on  the 
steamboat  coming  down.  It  was  discussed  among  the  passengers  for 
two  days,  as  travellers  usually  discuss  such  matters. 

Examiruition  by  the  chairman. 

Question  485.  Have  you  been  on  the  ground  and  examined  the 
military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  been  all  over  it. 

Question  486.  Have  you  examined  it  or  made  inquiries  about  its 
value  for  the  purposes  of  building  a  town  there  ?  and,  if  so,  state  your 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  property,  taking  all  its  advantages  and  dis- 
advantages into  consideration,  was  worth  more  than  was  paid  for  it 
by  the  purchasers  of  the  government. 

Answer.  I  should  suppose  it  was  worth  somewhat  more  than  eleven 
dollars  per  acre  as  farming  land.  I  do  not  think  they  could  build  a 
town  there  without  incurring  expenses  so  heavy,  for  bridges,  Ac^ 
that  they  would  make  nothing  out  of  it. 

Question  487.  How  much  more  than  $90,000  would  the  reservation 
be  worth  for  purposes  of  cultivation  ? 

Answer.  I  inquired  the  price  of  farms  around  there,  particularly  be- 
tween St.  Paul  and  St.  Anthony,  and  they  held  them  at  about  city 
prices.  But  that  is,  of  course,  not  what  the  land  is  worth  for  purposes 
of  cultivation.  I  think  land  would  be  worth  more  than  was  paid  for 
this  reservation  for  farming  purposes,  but  how  much  more  I  could 
not  say. 

Question  488.  Would  you  say  that  this  reservation  was  worth  more 
than  $90,000  as  a  speculation  by  a  company  ? 

Answer.  Considering  the  expenses  they  would  have  to  be  to  if  they 
made  anything  out  of  it,  I  do  not  think  it  was  ;  not  much  more  at 
any  rate.  It  was  not  such  a  speculation,  in  my  opinion,  as  men  having 
a  large  capital  would  want  to  go  into.  I  presume  they  will  make  some 
money  out  of  it. 

Question  489,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Are  you  able  to  state  how  much 
of  that  military  reservation  is  unfit  for  cultivation  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  did  not  go  over  every  part  of  the  reservation. 
I  made  some  inquiries  about  it,  and  I  think  some  parts  of  it  were  no* 
thing  like  as  valuable  as  other  parts. 


TESTDfONT.  139 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  490.  What  were  the  lands  in  that  region  worth  ?  what 
were  they  selling  for  ? 

Answer.  The  two  questions — what  they  are  worth  and  what  they 
are  selling  for — are  two  very  different  things.  A  great  portion  of  the 
land  was  held  at  enormously  high  prices,  but  was  not  selling  at  all. 

Question  491.  At  what  prices  were  the  lands  held? 

Answer.  Between  the  town  of  St.  Anthony  and  St.  Paul  they  were 
held  at  prices  ranging  from  $100  to  $600  per  acre. 

Question  492.  What,  in  your  opinion,  were  they  worth  ? 

Answer.  Upon  that  road,  lying  as  they  do,  easy  of  access,  in  my 
opinion  they  are  worth  from  $15  to  $20  per  acre  for  farming  purposes. 

Question  493.  Was  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  equal  in  value  for 
farming  purposes  ? 

Answer.  It  is  on  the  other  side  of  the  river,  and  bridges  would 
have  to  be  built  to  make  it  worth  as  much. 

Question  494.  As  a  speculator,  then,  you  would  sell  those  lands  out 
by  the  acre  for  farming  purposes,  rather  than  sell  them  as  city  lots  ? 

Answer.  I  would ;  because,  in  my  opinion,  they  would  have  to  be 
at  an  expense,  to  make  a  town  there  of  any  size,  so  heavy  that  they 
would  make  very  little  at  it.  I  have  had  some  experience  in  building 
towns  at  the  west. 

Question  495.  K  they  sell  them  out  by  the  acre,  how  much,  in  your 
judgment,  will  they  be  able  to  make  out  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  I  think  they  would  make  a  fair  specu- 
lation. 

Question  496.  Where  is  your  residence  ? 

Answer.  In  Lafayette,  Indiana. 

Question  497.  How  long  were  you  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  was  in  that  region  some  ten  days. 

Question  498.  At  what  time  ? 

Answer.  In  August.    I  was  only  at  Fort  Snelling  one  day. 

Question  499.  Then,  all  the  information  you  have  of  Fort  Snelling 
you  acquired  that  day? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  because  the  matter  of  the  sale  was  a  general  sub- 
ject of  conversation  in  that  region. 

Question  500.  Was  the  general  tone  of  conversation  that  it  had 
been  sold  for  what  it  was  worth,  or  less  ? 

Answer.  The  general  tone  of  conversation  was,  that  it  was  a  matter 
of  doubt  and  uncertainty  whether  the  company  which  purchased  it 
Would  make  a  good  speculation  out  of  it — some  thinking  they  would 
make  a  fine  thing  out  of  it,  and  others  were  quite  uncertain  in  their 
minds  about  it. 

Question  501.  Did  you  see  Major  Eastman  while  you  were  there? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  502.  Did  you,  then,  distinctly  understand,  when  you  were 
there,  that  the  reservation  had  been  sold  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  that  was  the  distinct  understanding  among 
the  people  in  that  community. 
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start,  this  place  would  be  preferable  as  a  town  site  to  St.  Paul. 
I  think  it  is  too  late  now.  The  expenses  would  absorb  a  large 
of  the  profits. 

Question  505.  Your  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  reserval 
based  upon  it  as  fanning  land  and  nothing  else  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  They  may  make  something  of  a  town  1 
but,  if  so,  it  will  be  at  an  enormous  expense,  in  my  judgment. 

Question  506.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  value  of  the 
and  private  improvements  upon  the  reservation? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  made  no  examination  with  a  view  of  fo 
an  estimate  of  their  value. 

Question  507.  What  is  the  distance  of  Fort  Snelling  from  Si 
and  from  St.  Anthony? 

Answer.  I  heard  the  distance  when  I  was  there,  but  I  ha 
gotten.  I  think  it  is  about  halfway  between  the  two  places,  t 
not  in  a  direct  line  between  them. 

Question  508.  What  amount  of  time  did  you  spend  there  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  on  the  reservation,  I  think,  more  than  an 
I  formed  my  estimate  of  its  value  as  a  town  site  mostly  from  i 
servation  on  the  opposite  bank  of  the  river.  Back  from  the  r 
know  but  little  about  the  reservation.  I  said  the  property  be 
St.  Paul  and  St.  Anthony  was  held  at  from  $100  to  $600  per  ac 
do  not  know  that  I  saw  any  held  as  high  as  $600  per  acre.  On 
held  his  farm  at  $400. 

Mr.  Faulkner  stated  that  the  name  of  this  witness  had  been  h 
him  by  Dr.  Graham,  and  that  he  handed  his  name  to  the  chain 
the  committee,  as  he  is  in  the  habit  of  doing  with  the  names  ( 
persons  who  are  desired  as  witnesses  before  the  committee. 


JANUARY  26,  1858. 


TE8TIH0NY.  141 


Wab  Department, 
Washington,  July  21,  1857. 
EAR  Sm :  I  sincerely  regret  that,  in  consequence  of  the  constant 
«  of  my  official  duties,  an  answer  to  yours  of  the  2d  instant  has 
1  so  long  delayed.  This  regret  is  enhanced  because  of  a  declara- 
in  that  letter  to  the  eflfect  that  you  had  received  no  reply  to  a 
munication  which  you  addressed  to  me  in  April  last,  from  Minne- 
,  thus  giving  you  apparent  cause  to  suppose  that  there  was  an 
Bposition  in  this  department  to  treat  you  with  the  courtesy  due 
^our  position  as  a  gentleman,  and,  indeed,  due  to  all  who  think 
)er  to  apply  for  information  in  regard  to  public  matters, 
beg  to  assure  you  that  no  such  sentiment  has  influenced  my  con- 
;  in  the  premises,  and  that,  if  in  this  transaction  there  has  been 
lect,  it  was  purely  unintentional  and  accidental, 
he  letter  which  you  wrote  from  Minnesota  was  received,  and,  I 
wsured,  was  answered,  with  three  others,  from  different  individu- 
ipon  the  same  subject.  That  you  did  not  receive  it  was  not  the 
k  of  this  department.  In  it  you  were  informed  that  I  had  ap- 
ited  agents  to  sell  the  military  reserve  at  Fort  Snelling,  under 
ain  instructions ;  and  that  a  part  of  their  instructions  directed 
n  to  sell  "  all  that  part  of  the  reservation  not  included  in  any 
t  to  which  an  actual  settler  may  have  a  just  claim,  either  at  public 
;ioD,  after  giving  due  notice  in  the  principal  papers  of  the  north- 
t,  or  at  private  sale,  in  tracts  or  lota  of  forty  acres  each,  so  as  to 
ble  persons  of  small  means  to  purchase,  or  in  whole,  whichever, 
our  (their)  judgment,  may  be  deemed  best ;  but  in  neither  case 
388  than  $7  50  per  acre." 

^nder  those  instructions,  the  sale  was  made  previous  to  the  receipt 
our  letter  of  the  2d  instant,  and  the  report  of  the  agents,  William 
g  Heiskell,  esq.,  and  Major  Seth  Eastman,  U.  S.  A.,  was  submitted 
be  President,  and,  after  mature  deliberation,  the  sale  effected  by 
n  was  approved  by  him. 

egretting  the  accident  that  deprived  you  of  an  opportunity  to 
)me  a  bidder  for  the  property,  and  again  expressing  my  unaffected 
et  at  the  delay  in  making  this  reply,  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very 
lectfiilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 
Secretary  of  War. 
on.  Robert  Smith,  AUofn,  TUtnois. 


Copy,  in  avbstanoe,  of  letter  sent. 

Minneapolis,  M.  T.,  August  12,  1857. 
BAR  Sir  :  I  had  the  honor  to  receive  your  letter  of  the  2l8t  ultimo, 

as  I  was  leaving  for  this  Territory.     Since  my  arrival  here  I 
>  seen  many  persons  in  the  vicinity  of  the  military  reserve  at 

Snelling,  who  were  desirous  of  purchasing  portions  of  the  land 
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included  in  the  reserve,  but  did  not  know  that  any  agent  or  agents 
had  been  appointed  to  sell,  nor  did  they  know  that  the  reserve  had 
been  sold  until  weeks  after  the  sale  had  been  made.  I  cannot  learn 
that  any  person,  other  than  those  interested  in  the  purchase,  knew 
anything  about  the  transaction.  The  feeling  here  is,  I  think,  very 
general,  that  Messrs.  Heiskell  and  Eastman  disregarded  entirely  the 
true  interests  of  the  government,  and  did  great  injustice  to  hundreds 
of  citizens  wanting  to  buy  portions  of  the  reserve  by  not  giving  them 
an  opportunity  to  become  bidders  for  the  same.  If  these  lands  had 
been  advertised  to  be  sold  at  public  auction,  or  by  bids  in  writing,  in 
forty  acre  tracts,  they  would  have  brought  four  times  as  much  as 
rumor  (and  that  is  all  the  information  I  have)  says  yonr  agents  sold 
them  for.  Many  of  these  lands  are  worth  one  hundred  dollars  per 
acre,  and  no  considerable  portion  of  them  are  worth  less  than  twenty- 
five  dollars  per  acre.  This  sale  is  looked  upon  here  as  akin  to  the 
Galphin  affair,  under  Fillmore's  administration,  and  will  no  doubt  be 
fully  investigated  by  the  next  Congress  ;  and  though  the  sale  may  not 
be  set  aside,  facts  will  be  brought  to  light  that  will  place  Messrs. 
Heiskell  and  Eastman  in  no  enviable  position,  and  will,  I  fear,  work  a 
serious  injury  to  the  democratic  party.  I  regret  deeply  this  trans- 
action, and  hope  it  may  not  be  too  late  to  correct  the  great  wrong 
which  has  been  done  to  the  people  and  the  government. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  SMITH. 
Hon.  John  B.  Floyd,  Secretary  qf  War. 

Eocamiruxtion  by  Mr.  PettU. 

.  Question  509.  At  what  time  did  you  first  address  the  Secretary  of 
War? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  April.  I  could  not  give  the  precise  date. 
I  wrote  hastily,  and  did  not  keep  a  copy  of  my  letter.  I  had  thought 
of  addressing  the  department  and  asking  them  to  famish  a  copy,  bnt 
it  was  so  hasty  and  disjointed  an  affair  that  I  hardly  supposed  it  had 
been  preserved.  I  could  state,  if  desired,  my  impressions  of  the  pur 
port  of  the  letter  ;  and,  if  the  letter  is  in  existence,  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  learn  whether  my  recollection  serves  me  correctly  by  having 
it  produced.  If  the  committee  will  permit  me  to  give  a  little  history 
of  the  causes  which  induced  me  to  write  the  letter,  they  will  better 
understand  it.  I  would  state  that  I  was  in  Congress  at  the  time  the 
Territory  of  Minnesota  was  organized.  I  had  a  good  many  friends 
and  some  relatives  in  that  region  of  country,  and,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
felt  a  good  deal  of  interest  in  the  Territory.  While  in  Congress,  I 
took  an  humble  part  in  fixing  the  lines  of  the  Territory.  In  1848  I 
first  visited  that  region  of  country,  and,  having  friends  at  Fort  Snel- 
ling — the  Indian  agent.  Major  Murphy,  being  an  old  constituent  of 
mine — I  examined  the  country  hastily.  During  my  visits  there  it  was 
frequently  remarked  that,  when  the  property  at  Port  Snelling  came 
into  the  market,  it  would  be  very  desirable.  During  my  whole  inter- 
course there,  I  heard  the  subject  frequently  spoken  of.    It  was  said  to 
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>  by  my  acquaintances  that  Mr.  Steele,  being  a  very  sharp  man,  hav- 
j  an  eye  to  his  oMm  interest,  would  buy  the  property.  My  reply  was, 
it  I  presumed  not ;  that  when  the  property  was  sold  every  one 
►uld  have  an  opportunity  of  becoming  a  purchaser  as  well  as  Mr. 
3ele.  So  much  was  said  to  me,  and  so  often  was  I  importuned  in 
[ation  to  it,  and  being  in  Washington  at  the  time  the  act,  or  rather 
3  provision  introduced  into  one  of  the  appropriation  bills  authoriz- 
5  the  Secretary  of  War  to  sell  such  military  reservations  as  were  no 
iger  required  for  government  purposes,  and  knowing  nothing  of  that 
ovision  being  incorporated  in  the  bill,  though  here  it  created  some 
tie  surprise  in  my  mind  when  I  learned  the  act  had  passed.  When 
irrived  in  Minnesota  very  many  of  my  friends  advised  me  of  the 
ssage  of  the  provision  in  the  appropriation  bill,  and  asked  how  the 
operty  was  to  be  sold.  I  told  them  I  did  not  know  ;  but  so  much 
18  said,  that  I  sat  down  and  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of 
ar.  The  purport  of  my  letter  was  something  like  this  :  that  I  had 
3n,  by  a  provision  in  one  of  the  appropriation  bills,  that  the  Fort 
elling  reservation  was  to  be  sold,  and  I  wished  to  know  of  him  the 
inner  of  sale,  whether  it  would  be  sold  at  auction  in  forty  acre  tracts, 
'  the  legal  land  oflBce  subdivisions,  or  whether  it  would  be  sold  by 
is  in  writing  as  a  whole  ;  that  the  property  was  very  valuable,  and 
at  there  were  many  persons  there  anxious  to  buy  portions  of  it ; 
at,  for  myself,  I  would  like  to  buy  a  portion,  or  I  would  make  a  bid 
r  the  whole.  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  did  not  believe  I  was  able  to 
ly  the  whole  of  that  property,  nor  did  I  expect  to  ;  but  I  wanted  to 
ovide  for  any  contingency  that  might  arise  ;  that  I  might  know  the 
ode  and  manner  of  selling,  and  that  I  might  advise  very  many  friends 
id  persons  who  had  made  inquiries  of  me  in  relation  to  the  matter, 
siddressed  this  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  asked  him  to  ad- 
9e  me  at  Alton,  Illinois.  I  made  many  inquiries  of  intelligent  gen- 
^men,  who,  I  supposed,  would  know  in  reference  to  the  matter  of 
[e,  but  learned  nothing.  I  returned  home  early  in  May,  and  remained 
ere  for  some  time.  I  again  went  to  Minnesota,  and  was  there  early 
June.  I  recollect  that  I  left  there  on  the  18th  of  June.  I  did  not, 
that  time,  go  to  Fort  Snelling,  but  I  was  at  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony, 
d  Minneapolis.  I  saw  a  good  many  strangers  in  the  Territory — many 
ntlem^n  whom  I  knew.  I  then  inquired  of  every  body  I  saw  who 
.bought  would  know  about  the  sale,  but  I  could  not  learn  from  any 
e  that  agents  had  been  appointed,  or  anything  done  in  reference  to 
e  sale.  It  was  not  my  good  fortune  to  see  Mr.  Rice,  the  late  dele- 
te in  Congress  from  that  Territory  ;  but  I  saw  his  brother,  who  was 
ry  confidential  with  him,  who  was  a  gentleman  of  great  intelligence, 
listinguished  lawyer,  and  president  of  one  of  the  railroad  companies, 
isked  him,  and  I  asked  the  surveyor  general,  Mr.  Emerson.  I  saw 
lite  a  number  of  gentlemen  there,  who  I  supposed  would  know,  as  a 
itter  of  course,  in  relation  to  the  sale  ;  but,  as  I  remarked,  I  could 
\xn  nothing  in  reference  to  the  mode  or  manner  of  the  sale,  or  that 
ents  had  been  appointed  to  sell  the  property.  I  returned  to  Illi- 
is,  and  shortly  after  made  a  visit  to  this  city.  I  arrived  here  on  the 
it  day  of  July,  and  called  on  the  War  Department,  at  the  Secretary's 
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office  ;  but  I  happened  to  be  too  late  for  his  reception.  He  was  either 
not  in,  or  the  time  had  passed  for  him  to  receive  visitors.  The  next 
day — the  second  day  of  July — I  went  to  the  War  Department  and  sent 
in  my  card.  The  Secretary  was  not  in  his  office.  I  am  not  certain 
whether  it  was  the  first  day  I  called  there  or  the  second.  I  went  into 
the  chief  clerk's  office,  and  told  the  chief  clerk  that  my  business  was 
to  inquire  in  reference  to  the  sale  of  the  property  at  Fort  Snelling. 
He  told  me  it  had  been  sold.  I  thought  he  was  mistaken.  I  told  him 
I  knew  that  some  property  at  Prairie  du  Chien  had  been  sold.  I  had 
been  informed  that  Mr.  Rice  had  been  appointed  agent  to  sell  it, 
and  that  he  had  made  the  sale  ;  and  I  left  the  office  really  believing 
that  the  chief  clerk  was  in  error,  for  I  could  hardly  believe  that  the 
Fort  Snelling  property  in  Minnesota  had  been  sold  while  I  was  there. 
I  returned  to  my  room,  in  Willard's  Hotel,  and  addressed  another  letter 
to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  his  letter  of  the  21st  was  in  reply  to 
that  letter.  This  is  a  rather  awkward  recital  of  the  principal  facts  in 
reference  to  the  matter,  so  far  as  I  am  acquainted  with  them. 

Question  510,  (by  the  chairman.)  In  your  first  visit  to  the  Territory 
in  1848,  what  was  the  character  of  the  examination  you  made  of  the 
reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  Simply  riding  over  it. 

Question  511,  (by  the  chairman.)  When  was  the  last  time  you  were 
in  the  Territory  ? 

Answer.  I  was  last  there  in  October.  I  was  also  there  in  June.  I 
was  there  again  in  August.  I  reached  the  Territory  first,  after  the 
passage  of  the  act  under  which  the  sale  was  authorized,  some  time  in 
April.  If  it  is  a  matter  of  consequence  to  know  the  precise  dates,  I 
think  I  have  some  memoranda  at  home  from  which  I  could  furnish 
them.  I  wish  to  state  to  the  committee  that  I  have  never  felt  myself, 
in  this  matter,  in  the  light  of  a  prosecutor,  or  even  of  pressing  the 
matter  any  further  than  I  felt  it  my  duty  as  a  citizen,  from  my  know- 
ledge of  that  region  of  the  country — a  duty  which  I  felt  that  evert 
gentleman  would  owe  to  his  country,  to  his  party,  and  to  gentlemen 
of  the  same  party  who  were  charged  with  wrong,  or  who  were  sup- 
posed to  be  implicated  in  wrong.  I  never  allowed  myself  to  harbor 
the  feeling  as  to  whether  A,  B,  or  C,  had  done  wrong.  I  stated  in  the 
House  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  was  a  great  oversight  in  selling  the 
property.  I  have  stated  to  the  committee  that  it  was  a  very  unfor- 
tunate sale  ;  and  it  is  pretty  hard  for  a  man  who  feels  that  he  has  a 
knowledge  of  the  value  of  the  property  to  account  for  the  manner  of 
sale,  or  to  account  for  the  fact  that  intelligent  gentlemen  should  hare 
sold  the  property  for  the  price  which  they  did,  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  did. 

ExamincUion  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  512.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  Secretary  of  War  exer- 
cised a  sound  and  proper  discretion,  under  the  act  of  Congress,  in 
deciding  to  make  sale  of  that  reseryation  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  inquirj 
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bhout  a  little  explanation.  I  think  the  reserve  might  have  been 
laced  to  a  thousand  acres  without  any  detriment  whatever  to  the 
v^emment ;  but  I  must  say  I  think  it  extremely  injudicious  to  have 
d  the  improvements,  the  fort,  and  suflScient  ground  around  it  for  a 
litary  depot. 

Question  513.  Can  you  state  to  the  committee  what  was  the  quan- 
y  of  land  embraced  in  the  entire  reservation  ? 
A^nswer.  I  will  state  to  the  committee  that  I  have  never  had  any 
rpose,  nor  have  I  had  any  object,  to  investigate  or  inquire  specific 
ly  into  the  amount  of  ground,  or  anything  connected  with  it ;  and 
er  since  I  have  felt  that  it  was  my  duty  to  bring  the  subject  before 
ingress,  I  have  not  turned  to  the  right  or  left.  I  have  never  read  a 
e,  nor  have  I  travelled  out  of  my  tracks  to  learn  anything  in 
brence  to  it.  I  felt  that  I  would  have  discharged  my  duty  as  a 
izen  by  simply  bringing  the  matter  before  Congress,  and  stating 
lat  I  knewj  Had  I  regarded  myself  in  the  light  of  a  prosecutor,  1 
uld  have  taken  an  entirely  diflferent  course  from  what  I  have  taken 
the  matter,  and  my  testimony  and  my  remarks  must  therefore,  as 
Qatter  of  course,  be  general  in  their  character.  My  opinions  upon 
jrthing  I  have  seen  or  known,  I  am  never  afraid  to  give  frankly  and 
ly.  Now,  in  answer  to  the  question,  I  say  again,  that  I  think  a 
rtion  of  the  reserve  might  have  been  sold  without  detriment  to  the 
blic  service,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  War  might,  in  the  exercise 
a  sound  discretion,  have  sold  all  except  perhaps  a  thousand  acres 
>und  the  buildings  at  the  point. 

Question  514.  To  what  valuable  purpose  could  that  thousand  acres 
i  the  buildings  have  been  turned  by  the  government? 
Ajiswer.  I  think  the  position  of  Fort  Snelling,  being  at  the  head  of 
ge  steamboat  navigation  on  the  Mississippi  river,  and  being  one  of 
I  most  healthy  and  beautiful  sites  in  the  northwest,  the  extended 
pons  up  the  Minnesota  and  up  the  Mississippi  to  the  lakes  and  to  the 
d  River  of  the  North,  will  always  require  a  military  depot  at  that 
int  for  storing  supplies  for  troops  and  quartering  troops.  If  the 
remment  wants  quarters  for  its  forces  a  portion  of  the  year,  there 
probably  no  point  in  America  superior  to  this, 
(^estion  515.  My  former  inquiry  extended  to  the  entire  reserva- 
n  as  originally  set  apart.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  quantity 
land  contained  in  it  before  it  was  reduced  by  act  of  Congress  some 
ars  ago? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  you.  That  is  a  matter  that  can  be  deter- 
ned  by  reference  to  the  records  of  the  Land  Office.  I  am  not  a  sur* 
jror,  nor  have  I,  as  I  remarked,  investigated  this  subject  with  a  view 
telling  anything  that  I  had  not  learned  in  the  ordinary  process  of 
r  business,  and  my  visits  to  Minnesota.  I  would  have  no  difficulty 
being  able  to  give  an  opinion  as*  to  what  was  the  policy  of  the 
vemment,  without  being  able  to  give  the  number  of  acres  there 
ire  in  the  reservation. 

Question  516.  Do  you  think  the  importance  of  the  reserve  at  that 
ice,  as  a  military  depot,  would  at  all  justify  the  expense  of  keeping 
ip  for  that  purpose  ? 

H.  Rep.  Com.  351 10 
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last  payment  is  to  be  made  by  the  present  purchasers ;  for  I  have 
nnderstood  that  the  contract  was  to  pay  one-third  down,  one-third  in 
one  year,  and  one-third  in  two  years. 

Question  521.  Do  yon  mean  that  you  would  have  sold  the  property 
at  public  sale  at  that  price? 

Answer.  I  would  have  laid  it  out  in  lots,  and  have  sold  in  ten  acre 
lots,  in  acre  lots,  or  in  quarter  acre  lots — ^precisely  as  the  gentlemen 
who  have  purchased  it  intend,  I  suppose,  to  sell  it. 

Question  522.  Would  you  then  have  sold  it  at  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  at  public  sale. 

Question  523.  Do  you  know  any  instances,  in  the  history  of  the 
government,  where  public  lands  which  have  been  sold  at  public 
auction  have  commanded  as  high  prices  as  the  Fort  Snelling  reserva- 
tion brought? 

Witness.  My  answer  would  not,  perhaps,  be  testimony.  I  could  tell 
you  what  I  have  been  informed  by  a  distinguished  military  officer. 

Mr.  Faulkner.  We  do  not  want  hearsay  statements. 

Answer.  Then  I  would  refer  to  the  sale  of  Fort  Dearborn.  You 
wiU  there  find  an  instance  of  a  sale  by  public  bids  in  writing,  of  a 
reservation,  for  far  higher  prices  than  this  has  brought. 

Question  524.  Is  it  not  usual  in  the  western  country,  when  sales  of 
the  public  lands  take  place  by  public  sale,  for  combinations  to  be 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  government  lands  from 
bringing  their  full  value  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  conversant  with  the  sale  of  any  military  reserva- 
tions, except  some  outside  reservations  that,  it  was  thought  by  the 
people,  were  far  more  extensive  than  the  wants  of  the  government 
woidd  require.  And  of  these  reservations,  the  only  one  I  know  par- 
ticularly about  wa3  the  first  cut  ofi"  from  the  reservation  at  Fort  Snell- 
liig.  That  was  set  back  to  the  Land  Department  and  sold  by  the 
land  officers.  If  you  ask  me  in  reference  to  the  sales  of  public  lands 
in  the  west  generally,  by  the  Land  Department,  I  answer  that  they 
have  seldom  brought  more  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre.  I  am 
not  oonversant  with  the  judes  of  any  reservations  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment, except  the  case  before  alluded  to. 

Qoertion  625.  How  will  that  portion  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserva- 
tMHi,«old  under  the  act  of  1852,  compare  in  value  or  quality  with  that 
aoM  in  1857  7 

Answer.  The  quality  of  the  land  might  not  be  very  different  as  a 
wbcie.  The  government  had  no  improvements  on  the  one  tract, 
while  they  had  extensive  improvements  on  the  other.  Then,  in  the 
one  cme,  Hie  land  was  sold  by  the  Land  Office,  under  which  all  pre- 
cedent has  been,  heretofore,  to  sell  at  the  government  price,  and  the 
lands  on  that  porti<m  of  the  reserve  had,  at  the  time  of  sale,  I  think, 
as  many  as  two  settlers  to  every  quarter  section. 

Question  526.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  history  of  the  legisla- 
tion under  which  the  first  part  of  that  reserve,  I  mean  the  act  of 
1852,  was  sold ;  how  that  legislation  was  obtained  ? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is  not  distinct  at  all.    I  know  there  was 
^  loDg  controversy  or  long  struggle  about  it,  ending  in  the  reserve 
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being  reduced,  and  the  part  cut  off  placed  under  the  disposition  of 
the  Land  Office.  It  was  thought  by  the  settlers,  and  by  the  delegate 
in  Congress  then,  Mr.  Sibley,  to  be  subject  to  pre-emption,  and  he  so 
contended,  until  the  Land  Department  decided  against  it ;  after  which, 
there  was  a  special  act  passed,  authorizing  it  to  be  settled  by  pre- 
emption. My  opinion  is,  that  it  was  nearly  all  entered  by  pre-emp- 
tion under  this  special  act  of  Congress. 

Question  527.  Do  you  refer  to  the  act  of  1852  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  a  subsequent  act  ? 

Question  528.  Were  there  no  government  buildings  upon  that  por- 
tion of  the  reservation  ;  no  sites  for  cities  ? 

Answer.  It  is  as  beautiful  a  tract  of  country  as  I  ever  saw,  I  think. 
You  could  build  a  city  there  as  large  as  London,  so  far  as  that  matter 
is  concerned. 

Question  529.  Is  there  no  town  now  upon  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  Minneapolis,  a  large  town. 

Question  530.  Do  you  say  that  there  was  a  special  act  of  Congress 
obtained  for  the  purpose  of  subjecting  that  portion  of  the  reservatioD 
to  pre-emption  ? 

Answer.  That  is  my  recollection.  My  idea  is,  that  the  reserve  was 
reduced  in  1852,  and  that  at  a  subsequent  time,  1853  or  1854,  there 
•was  an  act  passed  authorizing  the  pre-emption  on  the  lands. 

Question  531.  I  asked  whether  there  were  any  government  build- 
ings or  property  of  any  description  upon  the  lands? 

Answer.  Upon  the  original  building  of  the  fort  they  erected  a  saw 
Tmill,  a  house,  and  a  small  establishment  for  cracking  com  for  the 
horses.  They  are  now  old.  The  saw  mill  and  a  part  of  the  stone 
-mill  have  fallen  down.  The  buildings  are  in  a  state  of  dilapidation 
-Bnd  decay.  The  old  house  is  really  not  inhabitable.  There  had  been 
*for  some  little  time  persons  living  in  the  house,  but  my  impression  is, 
"that  they  had,  in  order  to  make  it  tenantable,  to  expend  as  mnch 
money  as  it  would  have  cost  to  build  a  cabin  to  live  in.  I  should  not 
suppose  that  the  buildings  are  worth  clearing  off. 

Question  532.  Who  became  the  purchaser  of  that  portion  of  the 
property  ? 

Answer.  Anson  Northrup  and  Mr.  Charles  Russel,  I  think,  entered, 
by  pre-emption,  the  property  upon  which  was  the  mill  and  the  im- 
provements I  have  mentioned.  The  improvements  were  mostly  upon 
that  entered  by  Mr.  Russel. 

Question  533.  Did  any  portion  of  that  reserve  sell  for  more  than 
a  dollar  and  a  quarter  an  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  entered  by  pre-emption,  and  of  course  at 
$1  25  an  acre. 

Question  534.  Did  you  become  a  purchaser  of  any  portion  of  it? 

Answer.  I  became  a  purchaser  of  some  of  it  by  second-hand  sale 
from  the  pre-emptors. 

Question  535,  (by  the  chairman.)  What  price  did  you  pay  ? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is,  that  the  property  I  bought  cost  me 
more  than  one  hundred  dollars  an  acre. 

Question  536,  (by  the  chairman.)  How  much  did  you  own  there  T 
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Answer.  I  cannot  exactly  tell ;  I  have  bought  a  great  deal  second- 
handed  ;  the  property  was  laid  out  in  town  lots,  and  I  bonght  lots  ; 
my  early  purchases  were  small. 

Question  537,  (by  the  chairman.)  What  town  was  that  ? 

Answer.  Minneapolis. 

Question  538,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Did  you  meet  with  Major  Eastman 
and  Mr.  Heiskell  there  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  might  have  been  introduced  to  Major  Eastman 
when  I  was  in  Congress  before ;  but  I  do  not  know  him,  nor  do  I  know 
Mr.  Heiskell ;  I  knew  a  Mr.  Heiskell  who  was  in  the  medical  depart- 
ment, under  General  Lawson. 

ExaminaJtion  by  the  Chairman. 

Question  539.  Did  you  meet  Dr.  Graham  or  John  G.  Mather  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  was  introduced  to  Dr.  Graham  at  the  Puller 
House,  in  St.  Paul ;  I  met  a  number  of  Virginia  men  there  ;  I  think 
I  met  him  but  once  ;  there  was,  among  the  gentlemen  from  Virginia, 
a  lame  man,  whom  I  had  seen  in  Mr.  Smith's  law  office,  in  Alexandria  ; 
I  met  him  once  or  twice  after  ;  I  should  not  know  Dr.  Graham. 

Question  540.  Did  you  know  Steele  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  anybody  else. 

Question  541.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Steele  after  you 
reached  the  Territory,  in  April,  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  the  property? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  542.  Did  you  know  or  hear  of  any  combinations  existing 
at  Minneapolis  in  regard  to  this  military  reservation,  which  would 
have  prevented  that  property  from  selling  at  a  fair  price  if  sold  at 
public  auction  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  anything  approaching  a  combination,  nor 
of  any  efforts  made  to  affect  that  sale  ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
did  not  believe  at  the  time,  nor  do  I  now  believe,  that  there  would 
have  been  any  difficulty  in  selling  that  property  so  as  to  have  had  it 
come  into  market  at  its  full  value.  I  asked  a  partner  of^  Mr.  Steele, 
in  regard  to  the  sale  and  when  it  was  to  toke  place ;  and,  I  may  frankly 
8ay,  I  believe  he  knew  of  the  sale,  but  that  he  felt  that  I  had  asked  a 
question  which  was  impertinent  and  improper,  and,  therefore,  that  he 
was  justified  in  giving  me  such  an  answer  as  he  saw  fit ;  and  he  an- 
swered that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Question  543.  K I  understand  you,  you  were  upon  inquiry,  while 
in  that  Territory,  as  to  this  sale,  when  and  where,  and  how  it  was  to 
be  made? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir, 

Question  544.  And  that  you  did  not  learn  that  the  sale  had  been 
xnade  certainly,  until  you  returned  to  Washington  city,  in  July  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  as  I  said  before,  I  inquired  of  the  clerk  in  the 
office  here,  and  I  left  his  office  believing  that  the  clerk  was  mistaken 
In  what  he  told  me. 

Question  545.  Were  there,  or  not,  a  number  of  individuals  there  at 
Minneapolis  desirous  of  purchasing  portions  of  this  reservation? 
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Answer.  I  presume  there  were.  When  I  speak  of  there  being 
numbers  wanting  to  buy,  I  allade  to  settlers  there,  and  not  to  persons 
from  abroad. 

Question  546.  Was,  or  not,  the  probable  sale  of  this  property  a 
matter  of  general  conversation  in  all  circles  at  Port  Snelling,  Min- 
neapolis, &c.  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  great  deal  said  in  reference  to  the  sale ;  and, 
as  I  reported  to  the  Secretary,  there  were  many  persons  who  wanted 
to  buy  many  portions  of  this  reserve. 

Question  547.  Were  you  giving  it  as  your  opinion  that  this  property 
at  this  time,  taking  the  condition  of  the  country  into  consideration, 
was  worth  more  than  was  paid  for  it? 

Answer.  I  think  the  government  had  better  pay  back  to  the  parties 
that  made  the  purchase  the  sum  they  paid  down,  ($30,000,)  and  give 
them  all  the  land  but  the  1,000  acres  and  the  improvements  thereon. 

Question  648.  What  are  those  improvements  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  like  to  give  an  opinion,  because  it  is  not  easy  to 
ascertain  what  the  government  have  expended. 

Question  549.  Are  they  valuable  for  any  other  than  military  pur- 
poses? 

Answer.  If  the  government  were  going  to  do  anything  for  the 
northwest  to  make  a  second  West  Point,  it  is  the  best  point  in  the 
whole  country.  Taking  that  into  consideration,  it  would  be  a  very 
politic  movement  in  the  government  to  give  it  to  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota, on  condition  that  they  should  keep  it  up  as  a  military  college  or 
school,  where  mathematics,  engineering,  and  such  other  branches 
riiould  be  taught  as  are  usually  taught  in  colleges. 

Question  650,  (by  Mr.  Paullmer.)  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you 
contemplated  becoming,  in  company  with  others,  a  probable  purchaser 
of  this  entire  reservation? 

Answer.  I  did  not  intend  to  convey  that  idea. 

Question  551,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Had  you  at  that  time  formed  in 
your  own  mind,  or  did  you  express  prior  to  the  sale,  what  you  wonld 
have  been  willing  to  give  for  the  entire  reservation? 

Answer.  I  never  talked  with  any  person,  and  never  proposed  to 
any  person  to  join  me  in  the  purchase  of  that  property ;  I  never  had 
any  arrangement  in  any  shape,  manner,  or  form,  with  any  person  to 
purchase  any  portion  of  that  property.  I  had  made  up  my  mind  that  | 
when  tha  property  was  sold  I  would  be  present,  and,  if  it  went  at  a 
Mt  price,  thai  I  might  buy  portions.  |^ 

Question  662,  (by  Mr.  Panlkner.)  Did  you  express  any  opinion,  prier 
to  the  sale,  as  to  what  you  would  be  willing  to  give  for  the  entire 
property,  if  you  had  the  opportunity  to  buy  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did.  I  do  not  think  any  one  erer 
asked  me  what  I  thought  the  value  of  the  property  was. 

Examination  by  Mr.  PetHt.  ] 

Question  553.  Was  it  on  the  first  or  second  day  of  July  last  that     1 
you  called  at  the  War  Office  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling? 
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Answer.  I  called  on  both  of  those  days. 

Qnestion  554.  What  was  your  particular  conversation  on  both  of 
3se  occasions  on  that  subject? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  whether  I  saw  the  clerk  on  the  first  or  the 
3ond  of  July.  But  the  day  on  which  I  did  see  him  I  told  him  that 
wanted  to  learn  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  Port  Snelling.  The  clerk 
!d  me  emphatically  that  it  had  been  sold.  I  argued  the  point  with 
m  some  time,  and  told  him  I  thought  he  must  mean  the  reserve  at 
airie  du  Chien.  He  said, ''  No."  He  seemed  to  be  positive.  I  then 
mi  away  thinking  he  was  mistaken.  I  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Secre- 
ry  on  the  second,  and  I  remained  in  the  city  some  days  expecting  a 
ply  to  my  letter,  but  did  not  get  it. 

Question  555.  If  the  conversation  you  allude  to  was  on  the  second 
y  of  July,  at  what  hour  of  the  day  was  it ;  and  in  that  conversa- 
•n  was  any  mention  made  to  you  that  the  War  Department  had  con- 
med  the  sale  upon  that  very  day  ? 

Answer.  On  the  first  day  I  went  there  at  two  o'clock.  I  was  then 
)  late.  For  that  reason  I  called  the  next  day  earlier— between 
>ven  and  one  o'clock  ;  I  suppose  it  was  before  twelve  o'clock,  but  I 
U  not  state  positively.  There  was  nothing  said  about  a  confirma- 
n  of  the  sale.  The  remark  of  the  clerk  was  that  the  sale  had  been 
kde. 

Question  556.  You  may  state  if  you  are  known  to  the  chief  clerk  T 
Answer.  I  did  not,  perhaps,  introduce  myself  to  him,  but  I  sup* 
sed  he  knew  me  because  I  alluded  to  my  letter  to  the  department. 
»thing  was  said  that  led  me  to  doubt  that  he  knew  me. 
Question  557.  Frequent  allusion  has  been  made  to  combinations  of 
rehasers  to  prevent  a  fair  public  sale.  Taking  into  consideration 
the  circumstances,  the  population  and  riches  of  the  towns  sur- 
inding  Fort  Snelling,  the  number  of  speculators  and  other  pur- 
Ewers  of  land  in  that  part  of  the  Territory,  and  the  kind  of  property 
be  sold,  do  you  believe  that  a  successful  combination  of  that  kind 
a  possible  so  as  to  prevent  fair  competition,  and  the  realizing  of  a 
r  price  ?  Is  not  the  theory  of  successful  combination  against  the 
vemment  at  a  land  sale  that  it  embraces  so  many  parties  as  to 
.ve  out  all  competition  ?  Could  a  combination  be  made  better  for 
K^ss  than  where  the  sale  is  concealed  from  all  except  a  particular 
;  of  bidders,  thus  leaving  them  to  make  their  ovm  terms  ? 
Answer.  There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  making  a  sale  in  such  a 
.Buer  as  to  prevent  any  combination  to  the  prejudice  of  the  inter- 
«  of  the  government.  Combinations  are  frequently  made  at  land 
88  by  actual  settlers  to  shut  out  speculators.  That  is  done  by 
wer — ^by  an  organization  that  obtains  to  a  considerable  extent  at 
5  west,  but  they  grow  out  of  circumstances  entirely  different  from 
3  sale  of  a  reservation.  In  this  particular  case,  I  have  no  idea  that 
^mbination  could  have  been  made  to  prevent  the  property  bring- 
;  a  fair  price.  At  ordinary  land  sales,  where  parties  have  gone  in 
1  settled  the  country,  they  frequently  make  combinations  to  prevent 
^culators  coming  in  and  taking  their  claims  from  them.  To  the 
b  question,  I  should  say  that  would  prevent  competition  entirely. 
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Question  558.  What  is  your  opinion  of  the  value  of  Fort  SnelUng 
now  as  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  valuable  prospectively.  If  you  were  to  sell 
it  now,  in  the  present  state  of  the  country,  there  is  no  telling  what  it 
would  bring.   The  beauty  of  the  site  mcJces  it  valuable  and  desirable. 

EocaminaJtion  by  Mr.  MorriU. 

Question  559.  From  all  you  know  in  regard  to  the  sale,  do  you  know 
of  anything  that  looks  like  fraud  upon  the  part  of  the  seller  or  fw> 
chaser? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  myself,  know  anything  of  fraud  committed  bj 
anybody. 

Question  560.  If  the  sale,  in  your  judgment,  is  not  void  for  fraud, 
do  you  think  it  voidable  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  voidable. 

Question  561.  What  are  your  reasons  for  that  opinion? 

Answer.  That  the  agents  transcended  the  powers  given  thesi,  and 
acted  in  violation  of  the  public  interests ;  that  they  did  not  take  the 
proper  steps  they  should  have  taken  to  ascertain  whether  the  prop- 
erty was  longer  wanted  by  the  government.  Major  Eastman  being 
a  military  man,  and  he  having  been  stationed  at  that  point,  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  might  suppose  that  he  was  competent  to  judge  whether 
the  fort  was  longer  wanted. 


FRIDAY,  January  29, 1858. 

Examination  of  Hon.  R.  Siirm  resumed. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  562.  Can  you  inform  us  whether  prior  to  1852  there  were 
any  settlers  upon  that  part  of  the  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  which 
was  sold  in  1855? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  settlers  on  it.  Colonel  Stephens,  I 
think,  came  there  prior  to  that  time,  but  I  could  not  state  definitely. 
I  think  there  were  other  settlers  there  prior  to  the  act  of  1852,  by 
the  permission  of  the  War  Department.  I  have  no  recollection  or 
knowledge  of  any  settlers  there  prior  to  that  act  except  by  pennis* 
sion  of  the  War  Department. 

Question  563.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  circumstances  which 
induced  the  passage  of  the  act  of  the  2d  March,  1855? 

Answer.  I  think  I  was  in  Washington  at  the  time  the  act  passed. 
All  the  friends  of  Minnesota,  I  think,  were  in  favor  of  the  passage  of 
that  act  as  a  simple  act  of  justice  to  the  parties  who  had  made 
valuable  improvements  on  the  land,  supposing  it  subject  to  pre- 
emption under  the  act  of  1852. 

Question  564.  Was  there  any  authority  to  settle  upon  that  land 
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er  the  act  of  1852,  and  could  they  in  so  short  a  time  have  erected 
valuable  improvements  upon  it? 
^itneaa.  Between  1852  and  1855? 
Fr.  FatJhner.  Yes,  sir. 

nswer.  Tes,  sir ;  they  could  have  made  a  good  many  valuable  im- 
irements  in  that  time. 

uestion  565.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  fact  that  any  valuable 
rovements  were  made  by  parties  on  that  reservation  between  1852 
1855? 

nswer.  I  could  not  give  particulars.  There  were  a  good  many 
rovements  made  within  that  time,  and  some  of  them  I  think  were 
lable. 

uestion  566.  Has  there  been  any  marked  depreciation  in  that 
ion  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve  sold  under  the  act  of  1857,  since 
lale? 

nswer.  I  would  suppose  the  depreciation  would  be  such  as  would 
general  in  consequence  of  the  pressure  in  the  money  market.  It 
Id  be  felt  more  severely,  and  would  a£fect  real  estate  more  in  that 
on  than  in  the  older  portion  of  the  country.  There  was  no  money, 
paratively,  in  the  Territory  when  I  left  there,  in  October, 
uestion  567.  If  exposed  to  public  sale  now,  what  do  you  suppose 
tract  would  bring? 

nswer.  I  would  not  feel  that  my  opinion  upon  that  subject  was 
ly  worth  anything.  In  this  inclement  season  of  the  year  there  is 
Qoney  there  to  buy  it,  and  it  is  not  a  season  for  people  to  go  there  ; 
I  think  it  is  questionable  whether  you  could  get  purchasers  there 
uy  it.  I  have  no  doubt  that  when  the  panic  has  subsided,  and 
ness  resumes  its  usual  course,  the  property  would  sell  at  as  high 
ice  as  it  would  have  sold  for  at  the  time  of  the  purchase, 
uestion  568.  For  as  much  as  it  did  sell  for,  do  you  mean? 
nswer.  No,  sir ;  for  as  much  as  it  could  have  been  sold  for  at  that 
%^ 

uestion  569.  Would  you  be  willing  to  give  as  much  for  that  pro- 
y  now  as  you  mentioned  the  other  day  you  would  have  given  for 
hen  it  was  sold  in  1857? 

nswer.  I  would.  If  I  had  the  money  I  would  buy  the  j)roperty 
,  said  would  have  done  so  any  time  from  the  period  when  I  wrote 
tie  Secretary  of  War.  I  would  now  be  willing  to  sell  property  at 
ir  price  in  Illinois,  and  invest  upon  the  terjmis,  mentioned  in  my 
3r  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Hcamination  by  Mr.  MorrtU. 

uestion  570.  What  was  the  usual  rate  of  interest  out  there  last 

mer? 

nswer.  I  should  think  the  average  was  from  two  to  three  per 

;•  a  month.     I  think  it  would  average,  during  the  summer,  thirty 

cent,  per  annum. 

uestion  571.  Would  you  regard  that  as  a  fair  rate  for  a  term  of 

•8 — say  for  one,  two  or  three  years? 
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Answer.  1  think  there  were  men  there  who  would  have  been  gkd 
to  take  np  all  the  money  they  could  get  at  that  rate,  and  who  would 
have  considered  it  a  privilege  to  have  had  the  money  for  a  term  of 
years. 

Question  572.  Then  you  would  regard  the  purchase  of  the  Fort 
Snelling  property,  on  a  credit  of  one  and  two  years  for  two-thirds  the 
purchase  money,  without  interest,  as  a  very  considerable  advantage? 

Answer.  As  a  matter  of  course  it  would  be  an  advantage. 

Question  573.  How  much  more  would  you  have  been  willing  to  pay 
for  the  property  on  those  terms,  than  if  you  were  compelled  to  pay 
cash  down? 

Answer.  When  I  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  War  I  did  not  contem- 
plate in  any  payment  that  might  be  made  the  value  of  money  at 
thirty  per  cent.  The  ordinary  rate  of  interest  in  purchasing  property 
on  credit  is  twelve  per  cent. 

Question  574.  Can  you  fix  upon  any  sum  that  would,  in  your  opinion, 
have  been  a  fair  difference  between  a  time  purchase,  such  as  was  con- 
ceded by  the  agents  of  the  government  in  this  instance,  and  a  piu^ 
chase  for  cash? 

Answer.  I  think  a  person  might  very  well  have  afforded  to  pay 
twenty  per  cent,  interest  for  money,  and  gone  in  and  purchased  on 
time.  I  speak  of  it  as  a  general  rale,  to  apply  to  this  case  as  well  as 
others. 

Question  676,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  You  addressed  a  first  note  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  asking  for  information.  Did  you  ever  receive  any 
answer  to  that  note? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 


Oeneral  Thomas  8.  Jebup,  sworn. 
Eocaminaiion  by  Mr.  Fatdkner. 

Question  676.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  how  far,  in  ye« 
opinion,  the  sale  of  the  Port  Snelling  reservaticm  was  a  jndid^ms  ex- 
orcise of  discretion  upon  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  War  ? 

Answer.  I  should  dislike  to  comment  upon  the  act  of  my  superior, 
who  had  a  right  to  act  under  the  law.  I  differed  in  opinion  wiA 
him  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  sale,  and  perhaps  my  opinions  wooH 
be  best  shown  by  referring  to  a  report  made  by  me  on  the  subject  to 
his  predecessor  and  to  that  made  to  himself.  The  Secretary,  as  I 
understood  it,  had  the  right  to  act  under  the  law,  and  my  rule  is 
always  to  express  my  opinion  freely  until  my  superior  has  decided, 
and  then  to  carry  out  his  decisions,  whether  the  manner  of  carrying 
them  out  is  in  accordance  with  my  own  opinions  or  not.  I  mysdf 
did  think  the  position  necessary  for  a  military  depot.  But  if  the 
committee  will  receive  them,  I  will  place  in  their  hands  the  report* 
to  which  I  have  alluded. 

The  witness  presented  the  following  papers,  which  were  received 
by  the  committee  as  a  part  of  his  testimony  t 
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Quartermaster  General's  Office, 

Washington,  April  15,  1867, 

t  on  letter  of  Hon.  H.  M.  Bice,  dated  Washington,  Jprtl  7,  1857, 
immending  the  sale  of  reservations  at  Forts  SneUing  and  Ripley , 
^ec^tiUy  returned  to  the  Secretary  (^  War, 

■egard  to  the  reduction  of  the  reserve  and  the  sale  of  any  part 
5  site  of  Fort  SneUing,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  pro- 
'  of  either  will  depend  upon  the  military  policy  adopted  by  the 
istration.  If  the  troops  are  to  be  kept  as  much  as  possible  con- 
tted  at  central  points  where  they  can  be  cheaply  supplied  when 
I  the  field,  there  is  no  place  near  the  northern  frontier  so  suita- 

Fort  SneUing.  Troops  can  have  their  winter  quarters  there, 
hen  operations  become  necessary  can  be  thrown  forward  with 
cessary  supplies,  and  in  numbers  to  insure  the  best  moral  as 
s  physical  effect.  To  an  Indian  enemy  our  troops  should  never 
)wn  except  in  imposing  liumber.    If  this  policy  is  to  be  adopted, 

is  certainly  the  true  policy,  not  a  foot  of  the  site  of  Fort  Snel- 
»n  be  spared  without  weakening  the  defence  of  the  frontier, 
wrever,  a  different  policy  is  to  prevail,  and  the  troops  are  to  be 
n  out  along  the  extreme  frontier,  separated  in  small  detach- 
^  then  a  quarter  section  of  land,  with  the  buildings  and  the  con- 
f  the  ferries  on  the  public  lands,  will  be  sufficient  for  a  mere 

of  supplies.  But  the  persons  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Rice  have  no 
to  any  part  of  the  site  ;  that  site  derives  its  present  value  from 
xpenditures  of  the  government  and  the  labors  of  the  troops, 
rs  and  ferrymen  who  have  settled  around  the  post  did  so  for 
ovm  advantage,  and  ought  not  to  have  any  preference  over 
1.     If  the  site  be  divided  and  sold,  it  would  be  unjust  to  the 

country  to  give  them  advantage  over  other  citizens.  If  any 
888  should  have  a  preference  over  other  classes,  it  should  be  the 
je  soldiers,  whose  labors  first  gave  value  to  the  place,  or  their 
adants.  ♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

THOMAS  S.  JESUP, 

Quartermaster  General, 
tt.  John  B.  Floyd, 

Secretary  ef  War,  Washington. 


Quartermaster  General's  Office. 

Washington,  May  3,  1856* 

lorsement  on  letter  of  Hon.  H.  M.  Rice,  dated  Washington, 
24,  1866,  enclosing  propositions  for  the  purchase  of  the  reserve 
rt  SneUing,  and  letter  of  Franklin  Steele,  (two  enclosures,)  re* 
I  by  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  War,  April  24,  1856,  respectfuUy 
led  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 
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*^  The  offer  made  for  the  lands  at  Fort  Snelling  is  far  below  their 
value  ;  but  it  is  more  than  they  would  probably  bring  at  public  sale, 
banded  together  as  the  speculators  are  reported  to  be  in  the  north- 
west for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  all  public  prperty  at  less  than  its 
value* 

"  The  site  is  no  longer  of  any  value  as  a  position  for  defence,  lis 
only  value  now  is  as  a  depot  of  supplies  for  the  frontier  poets  in 
advance  of  it.  If  the  lands  be  sold,  the  fort,  wharf,  and  the  ground 
between  the  fort  and  the  water,  with  about  one  hundred  and  fifty 
acres,  should  be  retained  for  public  use,  not  temporarily,  but  in  fee. 
I  have  been  informed  to-day  that  a  higher  bid  may  be  expected. 

"THOS.  S.  JESUP, 

"  Quartermaster  General. 

**  Hon.  Jefferson  Davis, 

"  Secretary  of  War,  Washington.^^ 

Question  577.  Are  you  able  to  recollect  the  price  offered  by  Rice 
and  Steele  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not.  I  have  the  evidence  in  my  oflSce.  I  think  it 
was  as  much  as  $70,000.  I  am  not  certain,  but  I  think  it  was  as  much 
as  that. 

Question  578.  What  would  be  the  cost  to  the  government  of  keep- 
ing up  Fort  Snelling  as  a  military  depot  ? 

Answer.  It  would  amount  to  some  thousands  a  year.  It  is  impos- 
sible, in  the  multitude  of  details  I  have,  to  keep  them  all  in  memory. 
I  have  always  the  documents  to  refer  to.  It  is  a  very  good  position 
for  a  military  depot,  and  I  think  one  should  be  kept  up  there.  But  I 
could  not  come  within  some  thousands  of  the  cost.  The  storehouses 
and  stables  are  erected,  and  to  keep  up  a  depot  would  require  a  large 
amount  of  stores  on  hand,  as  well  as  horses,  oxen,  and  carriages  for 
transportation. 

Question  579.  What  would  be  the  special  advantage  to  the  goveni- 
ment  of  keeping  that  position  up  as  a  military  depot  at  the  cost  of  tie 
government,  in  preference  to  obtaining  transportation  from  St  Paol 
or  the  other  towns  near,  for  Ports  Ridgley  and  Ripley  ?  | 

Answer.  So  far  as  the  transhipment  of  supplies  is  concerned,  it  |_ 
would  be  a  matter  of  no  consequence  whether  one  point  or  the  other  j 
were  selected,  th3y  are  so  near  each  other,  except  that  the  govern-  ! 
ment  has  already  established  a  depot  there,  and  it  would  have  to 
obtain  storage  at  the  other  place.     I  do  not  consider  that  there  is  any 
advantages  in  one  place  over  the  other,  except  that  we  have  already 
storehouses  at  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  580.  What  has  been  the  practice  of  the  govemmeot  in 
reference  to  the  transportation  for  the  troops  up  the  Missouri  river  f 
Do  you  rely  upon  the  military  depot  at  Jefferson  barracks,  or  do  yofl 
obtain  your  transportation  from  St.  Louis  ? 

Answer.  We  rely  upon  St.  Louis  entirely,  where  we  have  large  ^ 
storehouses,  where  a  quartermaster  is  stationed,  and  where  we  keep  ^^ 
a  large  number  of  employes,  at  a  heavy  expense ;  where  we  ke«p   ._ 
storehouses  we  have  to  pay  the  same  expense  that  merchants  woulo* 
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Louis  being  a  point  where  we  can  get  ready  transportation  by 
amboats^  is  preferable  to  Jefferson  barracks,  which  point  is  now 
y  difficult  of  approach,  in  consequence  of  bars  in  the  river. 
Question  581.  If  Fort  Bipley  should  be  discontinued  as  a  military 
tion,  would  it  diminish,  in  any  respect,  the  necessity  of  a  military 
)ot  at  Port  Snelling? 

iLnswer.  That  would  depend  on  whether  other  posts  were  estab- 
led  further  up.  The  stores  we  have  to  send  to  Port  Ripley  and 
rt  Ridgley  we  might  send  from  St.  Paul,  but  very  often  the  out- 
^ts  have  to  depend  upon  the  interior  depots  upon  a  sudden  emer* 
icy.  Very  frequently  there  are  sudden  calls  for  detachments  at 
nts  on  the  frontier,  and  it  is  therefore  necessary  to  have  a  depot 
aewhere,  without  having  to  send  quartermasters  down  far  into  the 
erior.  But,  as  I  have  stated  in  one  of  my  reports,  the  importance 
that  point  as  a  military  depot  would  depend  entirely  upon  the 
icy  of  the  government,  of  which  I  am  not  informed, 
^estion  582.  Will  you  explain  what  you  mean  by  the  policy  of  the 
remment  ? 

Inswer.  If  you  keep  up  a  post  there,  and  keep  troops  and  supplies 
reserve  ready  to  be  thrown  upon  any  point  where  it  would  be 
jessary,  you  have  the  storehouses  already  built  at  Fort  Snelling, 
1  you  have  not  provided  them  at  St.  Paul. 

Question  583.  Is  it  then  your  opinion  that  if  the  same  buildings 
re  at  Port  Ridgley,  the  depot  at  Port  Snelling  could  be  altogether 
pensed  with  ? 

Ijiswer.  No,  sir.  Port  Ridgley  has  to  be  supplied  a  great  portion 
the  year  from  St.  Paul  or  Port  Snelling.  Port  Ridgley  is  above 
ligation  a  great  portion  of  the  year.  The  head  of  navigation  is 
ictically  at  Port  Snelling,  or  St.  Paul,  and  the  site  was  originally 
acted  by  Mr.  Monroe  because  it  was  considered  as  the  head  of 
rigation.  There  are  certain  seasons  of  the  year,  however,  when 
1  can  use  water  transportation  as  high  up  as  Port  Ridgely,  but  not 
dl  seasons ;  and  therefore  it  is  a  matter  of  importance,  in  a  military 
nt  of  view,  that  there  should  be  a  depot  at  Port  Snelling  or  St. 
al. 

Question  584.  Which  would  be  the  most  economical,  for  the  govem- 
nt  to  keep  up  a  constant  establishment  at  Port  Snelling,  or  resort 
an  emergeiicy,  when  the  country  required  it,  to  the  use  of  such 
ildings  as  could  be  obtained  at  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  there  would  be  very  little  difference  in  the 
pense  if  we  throw  supplies  forward  only  temporarily ;  but  if  we 
ep  a  permanent  depot  the  expense  would  be  constant  at  St.  Paul 
r  the  rent  of  buildings,  while  we  shoald  have  nothing  but  the 
pairs  of  the  buildings  at  the  other  place.  To  supply  the  points  on 
e  frontier  you  would  have  to  keep  up  on  hand  a  constant  supply  of 
igons,  mules,  and  oxen,  and  it  is  much  less  expensive  to  have  a 
ace  to  keep  them  in  belonging  to  the  public  than  to  have  to  be 
^pendent,  whenever  we  have  occasion  to  use  them,  either  on  those 
?  laay  hire,  or  else  depend  on  such  conveyances  as  we  can  get.  I 
'^^k  if  the  policy  is  settled  that  we  are  not  to  keep  anything  there, 
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the  sooner  we  get  clear  of  our  property  there  the  better.  Bat  I 
wonld  have  preferred  to  hold  the  property  if  we  are  to  keep  a  depot 
there.  Mucn  of  the  value  of  a  depot  at  that  point  has  been  remoTed 
by  the  rapid  settlement  on  the  frontier.  The  settlements  on  the 
frontiers  are  nearly  able  to  protect  themselves,  and  in  this  point  of 
view  the  post  is  not  nearly  so  valuable  as  it  Avas  ten  years  ago. 

Question  585*  Can  you  state  what  number  of  troops  have,  within 
the  last  two  years,  been  stationed  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Ansi^'er.  I  cannot,  because  I  always  have  the  documents  to  which  I 
can  refer.  I  never  impress  my  memory  with  the  number  of  men  we 
have  at  a  particular  point  for  that  reason.  If  I  had  supposed  snch 
an  examination  would  have  been  made,  I  would  have  been  prepared 
for  it.  I  can  furnish  the  documents  in  detail  if  the  conunittee 
wish  it. 

Examiiudion  by  Mr.  Pettit, 

Question  586.  What  other  position  of  the  northwest  has  equal  ad* 
vantages  with  Fort  Snelling  for  the  purpose  of  a  military  depot  for  the 
use  of  troops  operating  to  protect  the  frontier  north  and  west  of  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other.  It  was  selected  originalij 
on  account  of  its  favorable  location.  I  may  be  wedded  to  ^e  po-  I 
sition  because  it  was  selected  originally  upon  my  own  report  I  was  ' 
a  very  young  man  then.  It  was  selected  by  Mr.  Calhoun  upon  nj  * 
own  report.  It  is  proper  that  the  committee  should  understand  this  j 
fact,  because  it  may  have  had  some  influence  in  the  condusions  to 
which  I  have  come. 

Question  587.  It  was  selected  on  account  of  its  superior  advaih 
tages? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  688.  How  large  is  the  frontier  to  be  protected  from  this 
point? 

Answer.  The  whole  of  the  Minnesota  frontier  north  and  west 

Question  589.  Giving  up  Fort  &ieUing^  I  understand  you  to  say,  will 
require  other  means  and  another  place  of  deposit  for  stores,    tf  re^  |m 
quired  to  be  done  by  storing  with  merchants  or  other  private  parties,  |i« 
how  would  this  oompare  economically  with  maintaining  Fort  Sneiiiif  f 
for  this  purpose  ?  h 

Answer.  I  should  suppose  it  would  cost  more  to  do  it  pnTatelf*  f 
You  wonld  have  to  keep  storehouses  constantly  rented.  '{- 

Question  590.  How  would  they  compare  for  certainty  and  celerity  ?- 
of  military  operations  ?  L. 

Answer.  There  would  be  no  difference  in  the  celerity,  because  ofr  r: 
cers  are  responsible  for  the  celerity  of  their  movements.  It  may  be  u« 
at  a  greater  cost,  but  there  would  be  no  difference  in  the  celerity.      ^ 

Question  591.  You  could  accomplish  your  objects  as  well  one  way 
as  the  other  ?  f^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     As  I  said,  it  might  cost  a  little  more,  but  if «»  I 
officer  was  fit  for  his  place  he  would  idlow  no  difference  in  respect  to  zz- 
celerity. 
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hieetion  592.  By  reason  of  the  FallB  of  St.  Anthony  being  near 
is  not  the  neighborhood  of  Fort  Snelling  a  necessary  place  of 
Qshipment  of  stores  for  the  Mississippi  above  it  ? 
Lnswer.  At  ahnost  all  seasons  of  the  year  it  is.  At  some  seasons 
can  obtain  water  transportation  up  the  Minnesota  or  St.  Peter'a 
3r  to  Fort  Ridgley. 

Question  593.  How,  at  the  same  time,  could  stores  be  transported 
the  Mississippi  7 

Lnswer.  We  could  not  send  them  up  the  Mississippi  without  trans- 
pment.     We  might  transship  them  and  send  them  up  in  small 
uners  above  the  Falls  ;  but  to  avoid  the  difficulty  of  several  times 
[isshipping  them,  we  generally  send  them  by  teams — I  believe  by  ox- 
ms.     The  only  post  we  have  above  on  that  side  is  Fort  Ripley, 
I  I  believe  that  is  oftener  supplied  by  land  than  by  water. 
Question  594.  From  the  considerations  you  have  named,  is  not  a 
K>t  in  the  neighborhood  of  Fort  Snelling  therefore  necessary  ? 
Lnswer.  I  have  always  considered  one  necessary,  either  one  be* 
ging  to  the  public  or  hired  ;  I  mean  a  depot  of  supplies. 
Question  596.  What  is  the  purpose  of  maintaining  a  military  force 
re? 

Lnswer.  It  is  simply  to  defend  the  frontiers  of  Minnesota  from 
iian  attacks  and  Indian  outrages.  It  is  perhaps  just  to  add.  that 
value  of  the  post  has  been  greatly  diminished  by  the  removal  oi 
Indians  westward,  and  by  the  increase  of  the  settlers  in  that  por- 
1  of  the  country. 

Question  596.  The  government  has  not  yet  acquired  from  the 
iianfi  the  lands  in  the  western  portion  of  the  Territory? 
Lnswer.  I  think,  not.  That  can,  however,  be  very  readily  ascer* 
led  from  documents  at  the  hands  of  the  committee, 
{uefftion  597,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Do  yoU  think  the  population  around 
-t  Snelling  is  sufficient  to  enable  the  officers  of  the  army  to  make 
ir  movements,  by  emplo}ing  such  means  as  the  people. can  afford 
m,  with  the  same  celerity  as  if  the  means  were  within  the  control 
the  government? 

Lnswer.  I  do  hot  know  that  they  would.  I  have,  however,  hereto- 
^  Ibond  no  difficulty,  when  expeditions  have  been  sent  up  the  Red 
»r,  in  obtaining  the  means  of  transportation  and  supplies.  I  do 
blow  that  we  could  make  them  ynih  the  same  celerity,  but  I  thiak 
re  would  be  but  little  difference. 

Question  598,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  men  and 
oitions  of  war  could  be  transported  to  pmnts  where  they  may  be 
wred  as  cheaply  if  you  depended  upon  individuals  living  in  that 
intry  as  if  the  government  should  provide  the  means  themselves? 
Lnswer.  I  think  it  could  be,  perhaps,  as  cheaply,  but  not  as  cer- 
dy. 

^estion  599,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Why,  then,  if  it  cw  be  done  as 
taply,  has  the  government  provided  meaais  for  transporting  its  men 
1  munitions  of  war? 

Lnswer.  As  I  have  said,  I  think  we  can  act  with  more  certainty  by 
^viding  the  means  ourselves.    As  to  the  expense,  we  are  now  try* 


TESTIMONY.  161 

purchase,  I  intended  to  oflFer  to  other  parties  in  New  York  an  interest, 
as  I  did  not  like  to  shoulder  so  large  a  part  of  it,  at  least  if  I  found  it 
inconvenient  to  do  so  ;  but  I  changed  my  mind.  Messrs.  Steele,  Gra- 
ham, Schell  and  myself  are  the  sole  owners ;  no  other  parties  are 
directly  or  indirectly  interested  in  it,  to  my  knowledge,  by  previous 
understanding  or  subsequent  arrangement.  I  told  Dr.  Graham,  in 
Minnesota,  that  I  thought  we  should  interest  other  parties. 

Question  608.  Were  there  or  not  a  number  of  persons  at  Port 
Snelling  desirous  of  purchasing  this  property  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Question  609.  If  that  property  had  been  sold  publicly,  after  adver- 
tisement, would  it  or  not,  in  your  judgment,  have  brought  a  much 
larger  sum  than  you  paid  for  it  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would  not  have  brought  one-half  what  we  paid 
for  it. 

Question  610.  If  it  had  been  cut  up,  for  instance,  into  forty  acre 
lots  and  sold  publicly,  what,  in  your  judgment,  would  it  have  brought  ? 

Answer.  I  think  a  portion  of  it  would  have  brought  more  per  acre 
than  we  paid  for  it,  but  a  much  larger  portion  would  have  brought  less. 


Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  611.  What  do  you  regard  that  property  as  worth  at  the 
present  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  would  bring  near  what  we  paid  for  it. 

Question  612.  Would  you  be  willing  to  surrender  it  to  the  govern- 
ment and  take  the  money  you  have  paid,  with  interest,  and  cancel  the 
contract? 

Answer.  I  would  not. 

Question  613.  Would  you  be  willing  to  take  from  outside  parties 
Mrliat  you  paid  for  it? 

Answer.  I  would  not. 

Question  614.  How  much  in  addition  would  you  ask? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  I  have  never  thought  the  subject  over.  I 
bought  it  for  a  permanent  investment. 

Question  615.  Then  you  have  not  fixed  in  your  judgment  what  yon 
vrould  be  willing  to  take  for  it? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question  616.  You  are,  however,  satisfied  that  you  paid  for  the 
property  more  than  it  is  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not.  I  am  satisfied  that  we  paid  for  the  property 
more  than  it  is  worth  now,  but  think  that  in  a  few  years  it  will  pay 
las  very  well.  It  will,  however,  require  a  great  deal  of  money  to  be 
expended. 

Question  617.  Had  you  an  understanding  with  Mr.  Steele,  before  lie  - 
cnade  the  purchase,  that  you  were  to  be  interested? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  618.  When  had  you  that  understanding? 

Answer.  After  I  arrived  there. 
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Question  619.  Had  you  any  understanding  with  anybody  before  you 
left  here? 

Answer.  I  think  I  had  some  talk  with  Dr.  Graham  before  I  left 
here.     He  was  desirous  of  making  some  investments  west,  as  I  was. 

Question  620.  Where  did  you  meet  him  and  have  that  interview? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  at  Brown's  hotel,  in  this  city. 

Question  621.  Was  it  by  accident  or  by  appointment? 

Answer.  It  was  not  by  appointment,  as  I  had  never  met  him  before, 
I  think. 

Question  622.  Had  you  any  knowledge  before  yon  left  here  for  Min 
nesota  that  the  Secretary  of  War  was  going  to  order  the  property  to 
be  sold? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  there  were  some  military  sites  to  be 
sold. 

Question  623.  How  did  you  learn  that? 

Answer.  I  think  I  saw  it  in  the  laws  sent  to  me,  among  which  was 
one  authorizing  the  sale  of  these  reservations. 

Question  624.  Was  that  all  the  knowledge  you  had  of  it? 

Answer.  I  think  Richard  Schell  and  myself  had  the  information. 
I  cannot  say  whether  we  obtained  the  information  solely  through  the 
law  or  not.     But  he  was  the  only  man  that  talked  with  me  about  it. 

Question  625.  Did  you  come  to  Washington  city,  at  that  time,  for 
the  nurpose  of  getting  information  as  to  whether  these  reservations 
ware  to  be  sold? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  626.  I  wish  you  would  particularly  inform  the  committee 
of  all  the  information  you  had  that  the  property  was  to  be  sold,  pre- 
vious to  your  leaving  for  Minnesota? 

Answer.  I  have  given  you  all  the  information  I  had. 

Question  627.  You  knew,  then,  that  the  reservation  was  to  be  sold, 
only  from  the  law  and  the  conversation  you  had  with  Richard  Schell 
upon  the  subject?  Where  did  you  have  that  conversation  with  Mr. 
Schell? 

Answer.  In  New  York  city. 

Question  628.  You  understood  from  Richard  Schell,  in  New  York 
city,  previous  to  coming  to  Washington,  that  this  property  was  to  be 
sold? 

Answer.  I  learned  that  the  department  were  going  to  sell  this  and 
other  tracts. 

Question  629.  Were  you  at  the  War  Department  while  you  were 
here? 

Answer.  I  was,  once  or  twice. 

Question  630.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of 
War  in  regard  to  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  previous  to  the  sale  ;  at  least,  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  any  such  conversation.  I  called  once  or  twice,  but  the  Sec- 
retary was  very  busy  and  I  said  nothing  to  him  upon  the  subject. 

Question  631.  You  say  that  the  knowledge  of  the  law  authorizing 
the  sale,  and  the  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Schell,  in  New  York, 
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)efore  yon  came  to  Washington,  was  all  the  information  you  possessed 
;hat  this  property  was  to  be  sold  ? 

Answer,  I  think  so. 

Question  632.  Did  you  go  to  Minnesota  upon  public  or  private 
)usiness  ? 

Answer.  I  wafi  appointed  government  agent  to  make  an  examina- 
ion  of  the  Port  Ripley  property. 

Question  633.  State  whether  or  not  you  were  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  at  the  time  you  went  to  Minnesota,  as  referred  to, 
/o  sell  Port  Ripley  and  Port  Armstrong,  in  Illinois? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

Question  634.  Did  you  ever  state  to  any  person  that  you  were 
JO  authorized  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did.  I  never  heard  of  it.  My  instructions  gave 
ne  no  such  power. 

Question  635.  What  were  your  instructions  from  the  Secretary  of 
W^ar? 

Answer.  To  make  an  examination  of  the  claims  of  parties  who 
claimed  pre-emption  rights  on  the  Port  Ripley  reservation,  and  report 
ny  views  in  regard  to  the  matter,  as  to  whether  any  persons  were 
entitled  to  any  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  government  or  not, 
vith  a  view  to  the  final  selling  of  the  balance  of  the  reservation,  if 
he  claims  proved  good  and  valid. 

Question  636.  Was  Port  Ripley  alone  included  in  your  instruc- 
iona? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  637.  Did  you  ever  make  that  report  ? 

Answer.  I  did  make  a  report  in  writing. 

Question  639.  In  what  manner  was  the  interview  between  you  and 
he  Secretary  of  War  brought  about,  in  regard  to  your  being  commis- 
lioned  to  sell  Fort  Ripley,  and  to  examine  whether  it  was  proper  to 
lell  a  part  of  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  had  any  interview  with  him 
ipon  the  subject. 

Question  640.  Did  he  write  to  you  to  come  here  and  go  there  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  I  first  obtained  the  information  that  I 
vas  appointed. 

Question  641.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of 
War  when  here  in  regard  to  Fort  Ripley  ? 

Answer.  I  had  a  brief  conversation  ;  but  I  had  written  instructions. 
le  said  they  would  be  my  guide. 

Question  642.  Did  you  see  the  Secretary  but  once  while  you  were 
lere  ? 

Answer.  I  might  have  seen  him  more  than  once.  I  saw  him  but  a 
jrief  space  of  time,  whether  I  saw  him  once  or  twice. 

Question  643.  Do  you  know  how  you  happened  to  be  selected  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  644.  At  the  time  you  made  this  examination  of  Fort  Rip- 
ey,  to  which  you  refer,  as  having  gone  to  Minnesota  and  having  made 
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this  arrangement  with  Mr.  Steele  to  be  jointly  interested  in  the  pur- 
chase of  Port  Snelling,  where  did  you  fall  in  with  him  ? 

Answer.  On  my  way  out  to  Port  Ripley,  I  had  a  conversation  with 
Steele  about  this  property.  I  met  him  at  St.  Paul  or  Port  SneDing ; 
I  do  not  know  which.     The  conversation  was  after  I  got  there. 

Question  646.  Did  you  receive  any  compensation  from  the  govern- 
ment for  making  that  examination  ? 

Answer.  I  received  the  compensation  which  was  allowed  by  the 
instructions,  which  was  $8  a  day. 

Question  647.  How  many  days? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  648.  Do  you  remember  the  aggregate  amount  received? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  649.  What  passed  between  you  and  Dr.  Graham,  at 
Brown's  hotel,  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  Port  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  The  doctor  thought  it  was  a  very  good  location,  and  a 
good  investment,  if  it  could  be  purchased  upon  right  terms.  He 
wanted  to  make  some  purchases  as  well  as  myself  in  the  west. 

Question  650.  What  amount  of  money  did  you  pay  upon  that 
purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  ;  Mr.  Steele  paid  for  one-third 
of  it,  and  Mr.  Schell  and  myself  paid  the  balance  ;  Mr.  Schell  and  my- 
self paid  two-thirds  ;  Dr.  Oraham  was  to  make  it  right  with  us. 

Question  651.  Was  Dr.  Oraham  an  old  acquaintance  of  yours? 

Answer.  I  have  known  him  a  long  time  by  reputation,  but  I  think 
I  never  met  him  before  ;  I  might  have  met  him  once  before,  in  New 
York,  but  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question  652.  State  particularly  how  this  meeting  happened  at 
Brown's  hotel  between  you  and  Dr.  Graham. 

Answer.  I  had  understood  that  Dr.  Graham  was  going  out  to  Min 
nesota  with  the  view  of  making  purchases. 

Question  653.  Did  you  hunt  him  up  at  the  hotel  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  ;  I  do  not  remember  precisely  how  the  in- 
terview took  place  ;  we  met  and  had  a  talk  about  making  investments 
at  the  west. 

Question  654.  Did  Dr.  Graham  go  out  to  Minnesota  with  you? 

Answer.  I  think  not ;  I  think  he  went  ahead  of  mo  ;  we  were  there 
very  nearly  at  the  same  time. 

Question  655.  Did  you  call  upon  Mr.  Steele,  in  regard  to  that 
property,  after  you  arrived  in  Minnesota,  or  did  he  come  to  see  you? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  which  ;  we  met  soon  after  my  arrival, 
and  had  a  conversation  in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  the  property. 

Question  656.  You  did  know,  then,  before  you  got  there  that  the 
property  was  to  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  657.  What  do  you  consider  that  property  worth  as  a 
permanent  investment  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  worth  $90,000. 

Question  658.  Is  it  worth  more  than  that? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  or  not ;  I  think  it  was  a  good 
investment  at  that. 

Question  659.  You,  however,  would  not  be  willing  to  take  that? 

Answer.  I  would  not. 

Question  660.  Would  you  be  willing  to  take  twice  that  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that,  for  I  do  not  know. 

Question  661.  Would  you  be  willing  to  take  three  times  that? 

Answer.  Oh,  yes,  or  twice  the  amount. 

Re-eocamination  by  the  chairman. 

Question  662.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  that  property  was  a 
good  investment  at  $90,000. 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question  663.  Do  you  believe  that  property  could  have  been  «old 
in  any  way  by  the  agents  of  the  government  so  as  to  have  realized,  at 
the  time  of  the  sale,  more  than  $90,000. 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  664.  Give  us  your  reasons  for  that  opinion. 

Answer.  The  sale  of  Fort  Ripley,  at  public  auction,  is  one  reason  ; 
that  was  sold  at  four  or  five  cents  per  acre  ;  I  had  conversations  with 
several  gentljemen  conversant  with  that  property,  who  told  me  we 
paid  enough  for  it ;  they  were  men  who  had  had  experience  in  invest- 
ments at  the  west ;  several  said  that  they  would  not  have  paid  what 
we  did. 

Question  665.  Is  the  fact,  in  your  judgment,  that  it  is  a  good  point 
for  a  town  site  the  reason  of  your  regarding  it  as  a  good  investment 
at  $90,000. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  of  course.  It  is  worth  no  such  sum  for  any  other 
purpose. 

Question  666.  Will  not  your  company  have  to  expend  large  sums  of 
money  before  you  can  bring  your  property  into  market,  with  the  hope 
of  realizing  a  handsome  profit  for  it? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question  667,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  In  what  manner  would  that  money 
have  to  be  expended? 

Answer.  Mainly  in  laying  out  streets  and  excavations. 

Question  668,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Are  streets  and  excavations  gene- 
rally made  in  towns  or  cities  before  the  town  or  city  is  built,  or  after- 
wards by  the  inhabitants? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  suppose  something  of  that  kind  is  usually  done 
before  the  sale  of  lots.     I  have  not  much  experience  in  that  line. 

Question  669,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Can  you  call  to  your  recollection  any 
case  where  streets  have  been  improved  before  the  city  has  been  built? 

Answer.  I  have  no  experience  in  building  up  towns.  I  asked  Steele's 
advice  about  it,  and  he  told  us  that  we  should  have  to  expend  several 
thousand  dollars  in  streets  and  bridges. 

Question  670,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  I  suppose,  then,  if  you  made  those 
streets  and  bridges,  you  would  do  it  with  the  view  of  increasing  the 
value  of  your  lots  ? 
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Answer.  Certainly. 

Question  671,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Who  were  those  persons  you  referred 
to  as  having  conversations  with  in  regard  to  the  price  paid  for  the 
property  ? 

Answer.  Stephen  A.  Douglas  was  one.  He  said  we  paid  enough  for 
it.  I  had  a  consultation  with  Mr.  Douglas,  a  year  or  two  previous,  in 
regard  to  investments  at  the  west. 

Question  672,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Do  you  remember  any  other  person? 

Answer.  I  remember  a  man  in  St.  Paul,  whose  name  I  do  not  now 
recollect,  who  was  a  large  owner  of  real  estate  there,  and  two  gentle- 
men in  New  York  city  who  had  been  over  the  ground.  They  said  we 
paid  too  much  for  it.  I  think  the  name  of  one  of  them  was  Tattle. 
He  had  been  over  the  entire  ground.  I  know  him  by  reputation  as  a 
merchant  in  New  York.  He  had  considerable  interest  in  the  west, 
and  had  been  over  this  ground.  I  have  talked  with  several  parties,  a 
majority  of  whom  concurred  in  opinion  that  we  paid  fully  enough  for 
it.     I  have  given  the  names  of  all  I  remember  now. 

Question  673,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  are  a  lawyer  by  profession? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question  673,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  draw  up  the  writings  signed 
by  the  commissioners — ^the  contract  of  sale  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  believe  it  was  changed  somewhat  afterwards. 

Question  675,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  conceal  from  Major  East- 
man and  Mr.  Heiskell,  at  the  time,  that  you  were  one  of  the  pur- 
chasers ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  there  was  any  concealment  about  it. 

Question  676,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  there  any  open  talk  that  you 
or  any  other  party  was  a  purchaser  besides  Steele? 

Answer.  I  believe  that  Steele  was  the  only  man  that  had  conversa- 
tions with  the  commissioners  in  regard  to  the  purchase. 

Question  677,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Had  you  any  conversation  with 
Major  Eastman  or  Mr.  Heiskell,  by  which  he  was  informed  of  the  fact 
that  you  were  a  purchaser  in  part  of  that  property  ? 

Answer.  I  took  no  pains  to  conceal  the  fact  or  to  make  it  known. 
I  drew  up  the  writing  at  the  request  of  Steele,  and  I  believe  the  com- 
missioners changed  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  Major  Eastman  or  Mr. 
Heiskell  knew  the  fact  that  I  was  a  part  purchaser.  I  was  a  stranger 
to  both. 

Question  678,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  or  not  know  that  you  were 
violating  the  law  or  the  usage  of  the  government  in  stipulating  that 
the  purchaser  was  to  have  credit  upon  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  679,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  What  other  parties  did  you  propose 
to  admit  as  partners  before  you  changed  your  mind? 

Answer.  I  know  of  but  one  man  I  had  in  mind.  I  did  not  desire  to 
assume  so  much  myself.  That  man  was  Augustus  Schell.  I  said  to 
him  that  we  had  been  making  a  purchase  there,  and,  if  he  desired,  he 
might  have  an  interest  in  it,  as  there  was  more  than  we  desired  to 
take  ourselves.  He  declined  on  the  ground  that  he  was  a  govemment 
oflScer. 


,i 
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He-eocamination  by  Mr.  MorrtU. 

iiestion  680.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  one  reason  why  you 

ted  to  take  in  other  parties  was,  that  you  did  not  want  to  make  so 

3  an  investment  in  one  locality.     Did  Augustus  Schell  assist  you 

ly  portion  of  the  funds? 

nswer.  Not  one  cent. 

Iiestion  681.  Are  there  any  other  parties  who  you  would  consider 

Id  have  any  claim  to  come  in  at  any  future  time  ? 

nswer.  No  living  man,  unless  he  buys  of  us. 

Iiestion  682.  For  what  reason  did  you  change  your  purpose  about 

itting  other  parties?     Was  it  in  consequence  of  any  hue  and  cry? 

nswer.  No,  sir. 

aestion  683.  When  you  were  here  at  Washington  did  you  solicit 

appointment  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  did  he  seek  you  out 

lake  an  examination  of  Fort  Ripley? 

nswer.  I  never  solicited  it  at  all.     It  was  suggested  to  me  by  the 

irtment  that  I  could  have  it  if  I  wished  it. 

aestion  684.  Was  it  suggested  to  you  by  the  Secretary  of  War? 

nswer.  It  came  from  the  department  in  some  way.     I  do  not  know 

ther  it  was  the  Secretary  of  War  who  talked  with  me,  or  who  it 

;  but  it  was  tendered  to  me  unsolicited. 

Iiestion  685.  Was  this  tender  made  to  you  subsequently  to  your 

ng  formed  the  purpose  of  purchasing  Fort  Snelling? 

nswer.  No,  sir ;  previously.     I  found  that  I  had  not  the  time  to 

ad  to  it,  and  I  subsequently  resigned  and  another  man  was  ap- 

ted.     I  made  a  report. 

aestion  686.  Are  you  to  receive  anything  for  your  services  in  rela- 

to  the  purchase  of  Fort  Snelling  ? 

nswer.  No,  sir  ;  only  what  I  can  make  out  of  the  purchase. 

aestion  687.  When  you  made  the  purchase,  what  was  the  talk 

^een  you  and  Steele,  and  Dr.  Graham,  as  to  the  value  of  Fort 

ling,  in  round  numbers? 

nswer.  In  a  conversation  with  me,  I  think  Dr.  Graham  valued  it 

100,000. 

aestion  688.  Was  that  the  valuation  he  put  upon  it  as  a  buying 

J  a  selling  price  ? 

nswer.  He  thought  we  should  not  pay  to  exceed  $100,000. 

iiestion  689.  Since  that  period  western  lands  have  depreciated  in 

e,  have  they  not? 

nswer.  I  suppose  so. 

iiestion  690.  Was  there  any  talk,  at  that  time,  between  you.  Dr. 

ism,  and  Mr.  Steele,  that  the  purchase,  if  made,  would  be  worth 

a  million  of  dollars  ? 

nswer.  I  think  not. 

aestion  691.  Do  you  know  of  any  combination  which  wouid  have 

I  made  if  this  sale  had  not  been  made  in  the  manner  in  which  it 

made? 

Qswer.  Not  to  my  own  knowledge.    I  have  been  told  by  persons 
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not  very  distinct  upon  that  point.  We  were  all  there  together.  I 
)  not  think  they  objected  to  it. 

Question  703.  After  making  the  purchase,  bow  long  did  you  remain 
i  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  purchase  at  all. 

Question  704.  How  long  did  you  remain  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  was  there  only  a  few  hours. 

Question  705.  Were  you  at  the  same  time  acting  as  a  commis- 
oner  of  the  government.  ? 

Answer.  I  was  returning  from  making  an  examination  of  Fort  Rip- 
jy,  for  which  I  acted  under  a  commission  of  the  government,^  but  in 
0  other  capacity.  * 

Question  706.  Your  residence  is  in  the  city  of  New  York  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  707.  You  may  state  what  experience  you  have  had  here- 
)fore  in  making  or  observing  the  sales  of  the  public  lands. 

Answer.  I  have  had  no  personal  experience  at  all  in  making  sales 
f  public  lands  except  as  United  States  loan  commissioner.  I  believe 
3  such  I  have  sold  lands  at  public  sale. 

Question  708.  What  particular  knowledge  did  you  have  of  this  Fort 
nelling  reservation  before  the  purchase  was  made  ? 

Answer.  I  had  none  except  what  I  had  heard  from  individuals  who 
ad  been  over  it  and  seen  something  of  it.     I  had  never  been  over 

to  any  considerable  extent  myself. 

Question  709.  What  was  your  inducement  for  the  purchase  of  this 
)8erve  ? 

Answer.  I  had,  as  I  said  before,  for  years  wanted  to  make  some 
archase  at  the  west.  I  had  no  inducement  to  purchase  this  more 
lan  any  other  property,  except  that  I  thought  it  was  a  good  invest- 
lent  if  I  could  get  it  on  fair  terms. 

Question  710.  You  have  stated  that  you  considered  $90,000  a  fair 
rice  for  the  property,  and  that,  in  your  opinion,  the  government 
>uld  not  have  obtained  a  higher  price  for  it ;  state,  then,  why  your- 
3lf,  Mr.  Schell,  and  Mr.  Steele  had  previously  made  an  arrangement 
)  go  as  high  as  $120,000? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  we  came  to  any  such  arrangement.  I 
o  not  now  remember  that  we  did.  If  we  did  talk  about  such  an 
rrangement,  it  must  have  included  the  portion  finally  taken  by  Mr. 
[cKenzie.  I  think  we  proposed  to  pay  as  high  as  $100,000  for  it  if 
^e  could  not  get  it  for  less. 

Question  711.  Do  I  understand  you  that  the  arrangement  between 
ou,  Mr.  Steele,  Mr.  Schell,  and  Dr.  Graham  was  completed  before 
le  purchase  was  made  of  the  commissioners  of  the  government?; 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  712.  You  may  state  why  your  name  was  not  included  in 
lie  contract? 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  special  reasons  why  Mr.  Steele  made  the 
rrangements  with  the  commissioners,  and  it  was  not  thought  neces- 
Eiry  for  our  names  to  be  incorported  in  the  contract. 
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0  sell  at  public  or  private  sale.     I  have  heard,  either  before  or  since, 

1  think  since,)  that  there  was  a  limitation  in  regard  to  the  price. 
Question  728.  Were  you  acquainted  with  any  other  instructions  of 

he  department  in  regard  to  the  sale,  except  as  regards  the  price  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

Question  729.  How,  then,  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Steele,  were  you 
ble  to  prepare  a  draft  for  the  sale  of  the  reserve  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  think  that  at  all  necessary.  The  agrement  be- 
ween  Mr.  Steele  and  the  commissioners  was  well  understood.  Whether 
hey  acted  by  authority  or  not  I  do  not  know.  I  took  it  for  granted 
hat  they  must  have  acted  by  authority.     Mr.  Steele  suggested  that 

should  put  the  agreement  into  writing,  which  I  did,  and  the  commis- 
ioners  changed  to  suit  themselves. 

Question  730.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  the  commis- 
ioners  before  the  sale  ? 
Witness.  With  regard  to  the  price,  or  anything  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  Pettit.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question  731.  If  the  commissioners  were  left  to  pursue  their  own 
lode  of  sale,  allow  me  to  ask  you  what  objection  there  would  have 
een  to  advertising  for  proposals  for  the  reserve  in  small  or  large 
vcels?  And  under  these  circumstances  would  you  not  have  been 
iduced  to  have  oflFered  the  same  price  you  had  agreed  on  among 
ourselves  before  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  have  made  any  difference  ; 
whether  at  public  or  private  sale,  we  should  have  purchased  as  low 
3  we  could. 

Question  732.  If  called  upon  for  proposals,  would  you  not  have 
BFered  $100,000? 

Answer.  We  should  have  bought  as  low  as  we  could.  I  do  not  think 
e  should  have  gone  beyond  $90,000. 

Question  733.  Were  you  not  aware  that  the  instructions  of  the 
3partment  implied  that  this  reservation  was  to  be  sold  in  small 
arcels,  to  accommodate  men  of  small  means? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

Question  734.  What,  in  your  judgment,  would  the  reservation,  if  it 
ad  been  sold  in  that  way,  have  brought? 

Answer.  If  it  had  been  sold  at  public  auction  I  do  not  believe  it 
ould  have  brought  as  much. 

Mr.  Pettit.  I  mean  at  private  sale. 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  it  would  have  brought  more. 

Question  735.  Have  you  such  a  knowledge  of  the  eurrounding 
ountry  as  would  enable  you  to  compare  the  prices  of  other  property 
rith  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve,  so  as  to  enable  you  to  say  what  it  is 
Forth  as  a  thing  to  sell? 

Answer.  I  have  very  little  personal  knowledge,  because  I  was  there 

>ut  a  short  time.     I  have  derived  my  opinions  mostly  from  those 

vho  lived  in  that  portion  of  country. 

Question  736.  Your  conclusion,  then,  is  from  the  judgment  of  others? 

Answer.  I  formed  my  opinions  mostly  from  hearing  what  others  said. 
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Be-eocamination  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  737.  Were  you  in  this  city  soon  after  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  Soon  after  the  sale  I  completed  my  report  in  reference  to 
Fort  Ripley,  and  came  to  this  city  and  submitted  it  to  the  Secretary 
of  War. 

Question  738.  Was  the  contract  made  by  the  commissioners  brought 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  by  you? 

Answer.  It  was  not. 

Question  739.  Were  you  here  before  it  was  approved  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War? 

Answer.  It  was  approved  by  the  President  and  cabinet.  I  think  I 
came  here  before  they  had  acted  upon  it. 

Question  740.  Did  you  have  any  interviews  with  the  President  or 
any  of  the  cabinet  as  to  its  being  approved? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  do  not  know  but  I  may  have  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  on  one  occasion  whether  they  had  acted  upon  it. 

Question  741.  Were  any  of  the  other  purchasers  here  prior  to  its 
being  confirmed? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.     I  do  not  know. 

Question  742.  Were  there  any  communications  by  you  or  any  of  the 
other  purchasers  to  the  department  relative  to  the  sale  being  con- 
firmed ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

RerexamiruUion  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  743.  Did  any  person  or  persons  other  than  those  you  have 
mentioned — Mr.  Steele,  Mr.  Schell,  Dr.  Graham,  and  yourself-^irectly 
or  indirectly  furnish  any  part  of  the  money  to  pay  for  this  pur- 
chase ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  one  single  dollar. 

Question  744.  Was  there  any  conversation  between  you  and  Mr. 
Steele  in  reference  to  an  allowance  to  any  person  or  persons  who 
claimed  to  have  made  improvements  on  the  reserve  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  man  by  the  name  of  McKenzie  who  laid  cWm 
to  some  land  there,  and  there  were  some  ferry  improvements.  I  had 
but  very  little  communication  in  regard  to  the  matter  at  all ;  I  had 
very  little  time,  and  I  left  the  matter  entirely  with  Mr.  Steele  and 
Dr.  Graham. 

Question  745.  You  do  not  know,  then,  whether  anything  was  to  be 
paid  to  persons  on  the  reservation  or  not? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  was,  but  I  cannot  give  you  the  particulars. 
I  had  very  little  conversation  on  the  subject. 

Question  746.  Do  you  know  who  it  was  to  be  paid  to  if  anything 
was  to  be  paid  for  improvements  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  747.  You  made  some  statement  as  to  the  value  of  the 
ands  of  the  reservation  ;  did  you  go  over  it  and  make  an  examination 
of  the  lands  ? 
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3wer.  I  drove  over  it  in  a  buggy. 

38tion  748.  Did  you  make  an  examination  of  it  ? 

3wer.  Not  more  than  merely  to  take  a  look  at  it. 

3stion  749.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  fixed  the  maximum 

that  you  would  pay  for  the  reserve  ;  then,  in  your  conversation 

Mr.  Steele,  you  agreed  to  make  the  purchase  at  that  maximum 

if  you  could  not  obtain  it  for  less  ? 

3wer.  Yes,  sir. 

3stion  750.  Now,  then,  I  wish  to  ask  you  whether,  if  the  reserva- 

lad  been  sold  at  public  auction,  in  whole  or  in  parts,  it  would  not 

brought  as  much  as  $90,000. 

3wer.  It  would  not,  in  my  judgment. 

3stion  751.  Why,  then,  did  not  you  and  Mr.  Steele  endeavor  to 

the  sale  made  in  that  way? 

3wer.  I  do  not  know.     We  concluded  that  anywhere  within 

lum  would  not  be  a  bad  purchase. 

.  Morris.  You  have  not  answered  the  question. 

3wer.  Mr.  Steele  informed  me  that  the  commissioners  had  made 

eir  minds  previously  that  they  would  not  put  it  up  at  public 

)p.     They  had  understood  that  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public  auc- 

here  was  a  combination  existing  to  purchase  it  at  a  less  rate, 

therefore,  came  to  the  conclusion  to  sell  it  at  private  sale. 

3stion  752.  Did  you  know  whether  Mr.  Steele  made  any  efibrts 

re  it  sold  at  private  sale  ? 

swer.  I  do  not. 

3stion  753.  Did  you  make  any  such  efibrts  ? 

3wer.  I  did  not  make  any  efforts  about  it,  one  way  or  the  other, 

he  commissioners. 

38tion  754.  Or  with  Mr.  Steele  ? 

3wer.  No,  sir.     I  left  the  matter  entirely  with  Mr.  Steele.     I 

no  efibrts  myself  to  have  it  sold  at  public  or  private  sale. 

jstion  755,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  What  position  of  honor  or  trust 

u,  at  this  time,  hold  in  the  State  of  New  York  ? 

3wer.  I  am  a  senator. 

38tion  756,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  What  public  positions  of  honor  or 

have  you  held  for  the  last  several  years  ? 

3wer.  I  have  held  State  oflSces  for  three  years,  and  the  position 

lator. 


THURSDAY,  February  4,  1858. 
J.  G.  McVeigh  sworn: 

2stion  757,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  State  to  the  committee  what  yon 
of  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  military  reservation. 

3wer.  I  doubt  whether  my  opinion  upon  that  matter  will  be  of 
importance.     I  was  absent  from  St.  Paul  at  the  time  the  sale 

lade  ;  I  met  Dr.  Graham,  in  Virginia,  last  summer,  and  I  heard 
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in  small  parcels,  so  that  men  of  small  means  could  have  had  the 
portunity  to  purchase,  would  not  it  have  brought  more  ? 
Answer.  It  might  have  brought  more.  I  thought  so  at  the  time, 
d  I  am  inclined  to  think  so  now,  though  I  have  heard  the  opinion 
pressed  that  it  was  not  adapted  to  agricultural  purposes,  and  that 
e  only  way  to  realize  from  it  was  to  lay  it  oflF  into  a  town.     Indeed, 

10  not  think  it  will  have  any  great  merit  as  a  town  site,  from  the 
:t  of  its  being  so  near  other  places  which  already  have  a  large  start. 
Question  763.  You  have  no  doubt  that  these  parties  will  be  able  to 

11  it  at  a  profit  by  pursuing  that  course  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  they  will  sell  it  profitably. 

Question  764,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  You  say  you  met  Dr.  Graham  at 

exandria  ? 

Answer.  I  did.     That  was  the  first  I  knew  anything  about  the  sale. 

,hink  that  was  last  July  some  time.     I  met  him  frequently  before  in 

.  Paul. 

Question  765,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  What  conversation  took  place  be- 

een  you  and  Dr.  Graham  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell.     I  did  not  see  him  more  than  five  minutes. 

5  was  at  the  wharf,  just  going  on  board  a  steamboat  to  go  to  New 

)rk,  on  his  way  to  Minnesota.    He  did  not  say  that  to  me.    He  was 

Baking  to  my  father.    I  was  present  and  heard  the  remark  to  my 

iier. 


MONDAY,  February  8,  1858. 

Richard  Schell  sworn: 

Question  766,  (by  the  chairman.)  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the 
;ts  and  circumstances  attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military 
servation  at  Fort  Snelling?  If  so,  go  on  and  state  all  you  know 
out  it? 

Answer.  Mr.  Franklin  Steele,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Richard  Schell  (myself 
d  wife,)  Mr.  Mather  and  Dr.  Graham  were  the  purchasers  of  that 
operty.  I  understand  and  believe  that  they  paid  $90,000  for  it. 
lat  was  the  understanding  of  Dr.  Graham. 

Eocamination  hy  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  777.  State  whether  the  persons  named  by  you  are  the 
ly  persons  who,  at  this  time  and  from  the  time  of  the  sale,  have 
en  interested  in  that  property? 
Answer.  They  are. 

Question  778.  Do  you  know  of  any  promise  or  assurance  given  to 
y  other  person  or  persons  of  an  interest  in  that  property  ? 
Answer.  I  asked  my  brother  about  taking  an  interest,  and  he  de- 
Qed  doing  so  because  he  was  a  government  ofiicer. 
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Question  779.  State  from  whence  you  first  derived  the  information 
that  the  Fort  Snelling  property  was  in  market  and  for  sale? 

Answer.  I  do  not  distinctly  recollect  how  I  came  in  possession  of 
the  facts.  I  think  I  saw  in  a  paper,  during  Pierce's  administration, 
that  the  fort  was  to  be  sold. 

Question  780.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  War  upon  the  subject  of  the  sale  of  that  property,  or  did  yon, 
directly  or  indirectly,  derive  from  him  any  information  in  respect  to 
the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  him  upon  the  subject. 

Examincdion  by  Mr.  PettU. 

Question  781.  Where,  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  were  you  living? 

Answer.  In  the  city  and  county  of  New  York. 

Question  782.  Had  you  ever  lived  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  I  have  never  lived  there,  and  I  have  never  been  there. 

Question  783.  What  was  the  inducement  to  this  purchase  on  yonr 
part? 

Answer.  I  am  a  regular  speculator  and  stock  broker  in  Wall  street, 
and  ready  to  go  into  any  speculation  which  I  think  will  pay.  I  wonld 
buy  this  building  to-morrow  if  I  thought  I  could  make  money  out  of  it. 

Question  784.  In  what  manner  was  your  attention  directed  to  the 
purchase  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember. 

Question  785.  Was  it  suggested  to  you,  or  did  you  suggest  it  to 
others  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say,  from  the  simple  fact  that  my  conversation 
about  it  was  general. 

Question  786.  At  what  time  did  you  become  interested  in  this  pur 
chase,  before  or  after  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Mather  and  Mr.  Graham  went  out  there,  and  I  became 
interested  in  it  when  they  returned  from  Minnesota. 

.Question  787.  What  interest  or  expectation  in  it  did  you  haTe 
before  the  return  of  Dr.  Graham  and  Mather  from  Minnesota  ? 

Answer.  I  expected  to  go  into  it  just  where  they  meant  to  place 
me  in  it.  I  did  not  consider  it  a  matter  of  any  great  moment  or  con- 
sequence. Those  men  did  the  business,  and  I  was  willing  to  rely 
upon  them. 

Question  788.  Why  did  you  expect  to  go  into  it  before  they 
returned  if  no  arrangement  had  been  made  between  you  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Answer.  If  they  said  it  was  a  good  thing  I  was  willing  to  go  into  it. 

Question  789.  At  what  time,  then,  was  your  arrangement  to  pur- 
chase made,  before  or  after  your  return  ? 

Answer.  We  had  a  talk  about  going  into  it  before  they  went  west, 
but  my  arrangement  was  completed  srfter  their  return. 

Question  780.  State  the  substance  of  that  conversation  and  where 
it  took  place  ? 

Answer.  We  had  several  conversations.    I  think  they  took  place 
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n  New  York.  The  conversations  were  general  in  their  nature.  If 
,hej  went  out  there  and  found  it  a  good  thing,  I  was  to  go  into  it  and 
[hrnish  money. 

Question  781.  Did  you  agree  upon  any  terms  as  to  the  price  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  I  would  not  go  into  it  and  pay  more  than 
^90,000,  from  what  I  heard  about  it. 

Question  782.  At  what  time  was  this,  and  who  were  the  parties  to 
tliis  agreement  ? 

Answer.  I  only  talked  with  Mr.  Mather  and  Dr.  Graham  about  that. 
[  never  saw  Mr.  Steele  until  after  the  purchase  was  made. 

Question  783.  When  and  where  did  you  make  the  acquaintance  of 
Dr.  Graham? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  in  New  York  or  Washing** 
kon.    I  met  him  in  various  places. 

Question  784.  What  was  the  occasion  of  forming  his  acquaintance? 

Answer.  No  special  occasion  that  I  know  of. 

Question  785.  Was  it  connected  with  the  purchase  of  the  Fort 
Sndling  reserve  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  knew  him  before  that. 

Question  786.  What  information  had  you  before  the  sale  that  the 
reserve  at  Fort  Snelling  was  to  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  As  I  said  before,  I  think  I  saw  it  in 
the  newspapers. 

Question  787.  What  private  information  did  you  have? 

Answer.  None  that  I  remember. 

Question  788.  What  did  you  see  in  the  papers  in  regard  to  its  being 
Bold? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  I  merely  saw  that  the  government 
irere  to  sell  those  forts. 

Question  789.  Had  you  any  private  information,  derived  from  the 
department,  that  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve  was  to  be  brought  into 
mle? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  790.  When  and  where  was  your  first  conversation  with 
ICr.  Mather  in  regard  to  this  purchase? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  New  York.  Mr.  Mather  and  I  are  ver7 
intimate. 

Question  791.  Before  that  time  what  personal  knowledge  had  you 
oi  the  reservation? 

Answer.  Not  any,  and  I  have  none  now.  I  only  know  what  is  said 
ikbout  it. 

Question  792.  In  your  conversation  with  Mr.  Mather  and  Dr.  Gra- 
ham, what  representation  was  made  by  them  as  to  the  value  of  the 
reservation? 

Answer.  I  do  not  distinctly  remember.  They  said  they  thought  it 
Iras  a  very  good  thing. 

Question  ^93.  In  what  manner  did  they  tell  you  the  purchase  of  the 
reservation  could  be  made  profitable  ? 

Answer.  They  thought  it  would  eventually  be  a  town,  and  it  might 
turn  out  that  way — at  least,  I  understood  them  to  say  so.    I  did  not 
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think  much  of  it  then,  and  do  not  think  mnch  of  it  now.    I  am  a  regir 
lar  speculator. 

Question  794.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Steele  ? 

Answer.  I  know  him.     I  have  seen  Mr.  Steele  in  New  York. 

Question  795.  Have  you  vrith  you  the  contract  entered  into  in  re- 
gard to  this  property? 

Answer.  I  have  never  seen  any  contract.  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  is  any  contract,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Question  796.  Have  you  visited  the  reservation  since  the  purchase? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  797.  How  much  did  you  yourself  pay  upon  the  purchase? 

Answer.  Mr.  Mather  and  myself  paid  $20,000.  When  I  speak  of 
myself  I  mean  myself  and  wife. 

Question  798.  What  assurance  did  you  have  before  the  sale  that  the 
reservation  would  be  disposed  of  on  credit  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  assurance  other  than  what  Mather  told  me.  When 
he  came  to  New  York,  after  he  returned  from  Minnesota,  he  told  me 
he  thought  he  could  get  the  property  for  $90,000 — $30,000  in  cash, 
$30,000  in  one  year,  and  $30,000  in  two  years. 

Question  799.  At  what  time  was  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  July. 

Question  800.  At  that  time  had  not  the  sale,  in  fact,  been  made  to 
Mr.  Steele,  and  the  agreement  entered  into. 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember. 

Question  801.  Did  you  infer  from  the  conversation  that  the  oos- 
tract  had  or  had  not  been  made  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  it. 

Question  802.  Why,  upon  the  occasion  of  Mr.  Mather  giving  yon 
this  answer,  did  you  not  take  pains  to  know  whether  the'  sale  had  been 
made  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  had  perfect  confidence  in  Mr.  Mather, and,  besides,!  did 
not  consider  it  a  matter  of  any  moment  or  consequence.  I  migbt 
have  been  engaged  in  my  ordinary  business  in  Wall  street,  so  as  Dot 
to  have  paid  much  att^tion  to  it. 

Question  803.  Did  you  estimate  it  a  matter  of  no  consequence  that 
you  might  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  purchase  money  of  ^at  sale? 

Answer.  I  did  not  consider  it  of  any  consequence  at  aU. 

Question  804.  If,  then,  in  the  month  of  July,  and  after  your  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Mather,  you  were  ignorant  as  to  whether  the  sale 
had  been  made  or  not,  answer  at  what  time  you  gained  that  know- 
ledge. 

Answer.  It  was  some  time  in  July,  I  think. 

Question  805.  State  at  what  time  in  July,  and  how  it  was  that  then 
you  got  this  information. 

Answer.  I  got  it  from  Mr.  Mather,  and  my  impression  is  that  the 
money  was  paid  on  the  25th  day  of  July.  The  reason  why  I  think 
this  conversation  was  in  July  is  that  I  think  the  money  was  paid  in 
Julv. 

Question  806.  Up  to  that  time  had  you  no  knowledge  that  the  sale 
had  been  consummated  ? 
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ADSwer.  I  knew  before.  I  think  I  most  have  known  early  in  July 
that  the  sale  had  been  or  was  to  be  consummated. 

Question  809.  State  the  particulars  of  your  first  getting  that  in- 
fonnation. 

Answer.  Mr.  Mather  told  me  some  time  in  July  that  he  had  made 
the  purchase,  I  think,  in  connexion  with  Dr.  Graham,  and  that  it 
would  require  $20,000  upon  our  part  to  be  paid  ;  that  Mr.  Steele  was 
to  pay  $10,000.  I  said  :  "All  right."  I  rather  think  he  told  me  that 
it  had  been  made  at  private  sale  ;  but  really  I  do  not  remember,  for 
I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  the  matter  or  think  it  of  any  conse- 
quence. I  did  not  give  it  much  attention  then,  nor  do  I  give  it  much 
attention  now. 

Question  810.  In  whose  name  did  he  say  the  purchase  had  been 
made? 

Answer.  In  the  name  of  Franklin  Steele. 

Question  811.  What  reason  did  he  assign  to  you  for  not  incorpo- 
rating his  own  name,  your  name,  and  the  name  of  your  wife  in  th^ 
contract? 

Answer.  Qe  told  me  that  the  property  had  better  be  bot^ht  in  the> 
lame  of  Steele,  because  he  lived  out  there.  I  was  not  particularly 
mxioas  to  have  my  name  or  the  name  of  Mrs.  Schell  incorporated 
nto  that  contract. 

Question  812.  Why? 

Answer.  I  did  not  want  to  incur  any  liabilities. 

Question  813.  If  the  contract  was  a  fair  one,  in  which  all  of  you 
?ere  parties  in  interest,  what  reason  was  -there  for  not  incorporating^ 
Jl  the  names  of  the  real  purchasers? 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  particular  reason. 

Question  814.  Was  it  not  agreed  between  you,  before  the  purchase, 
hat  your  names  should  not  be  embraced  in  the  contract? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  had  a  con- 
rersation  about  it,  any  further  than  I  have  stated. 

Question  816.  At  the  time  of  your  making  the  arrangement  with 
fr.  Mather  and  Dr.  Oraham,  for  the  purchase  of  the  reservation  at 
^ort  Snelling,  were  you  not  aware  that  Mr.  Mather  was  commissioned 
^  the  government  to  make  an  examination  of  Fort  Ripley  with  a 
lew  to  its  sale ;  and  that  that  was  his  particular  errand  upon  that 
>ccagion  in  going  to  Minnesota? 

Answer.  It  may  be  so,  but  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Question  816.  Did  Mr.  Mather  go  out  to  Minnesota  more  than  once 
luring  that  season? 

Answer.  He  may  have  gone  twice,  but  I  do  not  know.  When  he 
ame  back  from  there  he  told  me  he  had  been  out  to  see  Fort  Ripley. 

Question  817.  Before  going  to  Minnesota,  what,  in  conversation  With 
on,  did  he  state  to  be  his  object? 

Ajiswer.  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  what  conversation  took 
lace.  He  may  have  told  me  he  went  to  look  at  Fort  Ripley,  and  he 
lay  have  told  me  that  he  went  to  look  at  Fort  Snelling,  but  I  do  not 
emember. 
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Qnestioii  818.  Up  to  what  price,  before  making  the  purchase,  did 
yon  nndertake  to  go,  in  order  to  get  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  had  anything  to  do  with  it  in  that 
way,  or  ever  made  arrangements  in  that  way. 

Question  819.  Before  Mr.  Mather's  return,  was  there  not  an 
agreement  limiting  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  property?  If  so, 
what  was  that  price  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  remember.  That  price  ($90,000)  might 
have  been  the  limitation,  but  I  do  not  distinctly  remember. 

Question  820.  Did  you  not  derive,  from  representations  from  Mr. 
Mather,  before  he  went,  that  the  sale  was  to  be  a  private  one,  and  one 
that  would  exclude  all  competition? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  821.  What  representation  did  Mather  make  to  you,  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  property  would  be  brought  to  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  told  me  anything  about  it.  We  may 
have  had  conversations  about  it,  but  I  do  not  distinctly  remember. 

Question  822.  Was  the  purchase  of  the  reservation,  on  your  part, 
with  a  view  to  an  investment  to  remain  until  the  property  should  be- 
come more  enhanced  in  price? 

Answer.  With  a  view  to  an  investment  and  speculation  t<^ether. 

Question  823.  In  making  specalations  is  it  usual,  or  is  it  your  habit, 
V>  do  it  without  first  having  some  knowledge  of  the  value  of  the 
property  you  are  buying  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  that  property  was  valuable  at  the  time 
I  bought  it ;  I  thought  it  was  a  good  thing. 

Question  824.  Where  did  you  get  that  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Mather  told  me  he  thought  it  would  be  a  good  thbg. 
He  said  he  thought  it  would  be  a  good  speculation.  I  asked  how 
much  he  thought  we  would  make  by  it  ?  He  said  he  thought  wt 
could  double  our  money,  and  perhaps  more. 

Question  825.  At  the  time  you  agreed  to  make  the  purchase,  wai  it 
expected  by  you  that  the  whole  purchase  money  would  be  required 
in  hand  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  about  it. 

Question  828.  Was  your  wife's  interest  in  the  transaction  derived 
from  your  own  arrangement  on  her  behalf  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Examinatum  by  Mr.  MorrtM. 

Questimi  827.  State  the  respective  interests  of  yourself,  your  wife, 
Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Steele,  and  Mr.  Graham  in  that  property  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Steele  has  one-third,  as  I  understand.  Dr.  Graham  has 
one-ninth,  and  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Schell  and  Mr.  Ma&er  have  the  bahnoe. 
I  cannot  separate  the  interests  of  the  latter,  because  they  ha^rs  not 
yet  been  separated. 

:  Quastioa  828.  Do  you  not  know  how  mudi  of  that  property  J^ 
expect  to  get  ? 
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'    Answer.  I  do,  though  it  has  not  been  diyided.     I  think  I  shall 
have  nearly  four^twelfths,  including  my  wife's  interest. 

Question  829.  How  much  will  you  haye,  and  how  much  will  your 
wife  have? 

Answer.  I  calculate  that  my  wife  will  have  two-twelfths,  and  myself 
nearly  two-twelfths,  making,  together,  about  four-twelfths. 

Question  830.  How  much  money  did  you  pay  ? 

Answer.  Mather  and  I  paid  $20,000.    I  paid  about  $13,000. 

Question  831.  Did  you  ever  state  in  the  city  of  New  York  to  any 
person  or  persons  that  you  were  going  to  make  a  grand  thing  out  of 
that  Fort  Snelling  purchase  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  "  The  way  they  talk,"  said  I,  "  I  am  going  to 
make  a  grand  thing  of  it." 

Question  832.  Did  you  ever  inform  Mr.  Mather,  in  New  York,  that 
that  property  was  to  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  may  or  I  may  not.     I  cannot  say. 

Question  833.  Had  you  a  conversation  with  him  upon  the  subject 
there? 

Answer.  I  have  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Mather  in  regard  to 
that  property.  He  is  a  resident  of  New  York.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  was  before  he  went  to  Minnesota,  or  whether  it  was  before 
er  after  the  property  was  sold. 

Question  834.  Did  you  not  expect  when  he  went  to  Minnesota  that 
he  would  purchase  the  property  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Question  835.  Had  you  no  knowledge  that  the  property  was  to  be 
sold  before  it  was  sold  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  a  general  knowledge. 

Question  836.  What  general  knowledge  had  you  ? 

Answer.  I  said  I  believe  I  saw  it  in  the  newspapers  that  those  forts 
were  to  be  sold. 

Question  837.  Did  you  see  it  stated  that  Fort  Snelling  was  to  be 
sold? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did.  I  do  not  remember  in  what  paper.  I  do 
not  know,  even  now,  how  I  came  into  possession  of  the  fact. 

Question  839.  Were  you  at  Washington  city  at  any  time  shortly 
before  or  after  that  property  was  ordered  to  be  sold? 

Answer.  I  was.  I  have  been  in  Washington  city,  off  and  on,  for 
rix  months. 

Question  840.  At  what  date  were  you  here  before  or  after  that 
time? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.    I  come  on  to  Washington  very  oftien. 

Question  841.  Were  you  here  before  that  sale  was  confirmed  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  842.  Fix  the  time,  as  near  as  you  can,  when  you  were 
here  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  was  in  Washington  from  the  time  I  was 
introduced  to  the  commissioners  to  make  the  sale  until  after  the  pay* 
ment  was  made  upon  the  property.    I  had  never  seen  those  commii* 
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sioners,  and  I  was  introduced  to  one  of  them  on  his  return  from 
Minnesota,  after  I  understood  the  sale  had  been  made. 

Question  843.  How  long  previous  to  that  were  you  here  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember. 

Question  844.  Had  you  ever  any  conversation  with  Dr.  Graham  in 
relation  to  the  purchase  of  this  property  previous  to  the  purchaM 
being  made  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  saw  Dr.  Graham  in  New  York  before  he  went  to 
Minnesota. 

Question  845.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  him  then  in  regard 
to  the  purchase  of  this  property  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  said  he  was  going  west,  and  might  go  into  some 
operation.  He  may  or  he  may  not  have  told  me  that  this  property 
was  to  be  sold.  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly.  If  I  had  any  conversa- 
tion it  was  general  and  not  special,  according  to  my  recollection. 

Question  846.  Did  he  tell  you  that  property  was  to  be  sold  when 
you  saw  him  in  New  York  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  he  did,  but  I  do  not  remember  very 
distinctly  about  it. 

Question  847.  Did  you  then  communicate  to  him  that  you  desired 
or  expected  to  become  a  purchaser  for  a  part  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  told  him  I  would  go  into  almost  anything,  I  did  not 
care  much  what  it  was,  if  there  was  money  to  be  made  out  of  it. 

Question  848.  At  the  time  Dr.  Graham  was  in  New  York,  was  an 
arrangement  entered  into  between  you,  Dr.  Graham,  and  Mr.  Mather, 
to  go  into  the  purchase  of  the  property  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Question  848^,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Do  not  you  know  whether  yon 
made  such  an  arrangement  or  entered  into  such  an  understanding  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  when  they  came  back  from  Minnesota  they 
said  they  had  bought  the  property,  and  that  I  was  to  become 
interested. 

Question  849.  Was  it  the  understanding  prior  to  that  time  that  if 
they  succeeded  in  purchasing  the  property  you  should  become 
interested  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been.  My  impression  is  that  there  was  such 
a  general  understanding.     I  could  not  swear  positively. 

Question  850.  In  the  conversation  which  took  place  with  you  and 
Dr.  Graham,  did  he  state  that  commissioners  had  been  appointed  to 
«ell  that  property  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  distinctly  remember.  I  paid  no  regard  to 
the  matter. 

Question  851.  Did  you  ever  go  into  any  other  speculating  operation 
out  at  Minnesota,  or  in  that  portion  of  the  country  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  and  I  think  it  will  be  a  long  time  before  I  shall 
go  into  another. 

Question  852.  Did  you  know,  at  the  time  of  your  conversation  with 
Dr.  Graham,  that  commissioners  had  been  appointed  to  sell  that  prop- 
erty? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 
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Question  853.  Had  you  not  understood  from  Dr.  Graham,  or  from 
some  other  source,  that  they  had  been  appointed,  and  who  they  were? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  had.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  these 
commissioners  until  they  returned  after  the  sale.  I  was  then  intro- 
duced to  them  in  New  York.  I  may  have  learned  that  there  were 
such  commissioners  appointed,  and  possibly  I  may  have  learned  who 
they  were.    I  do  not  distinctly  know. 

Question  854.  All  the  answer  you  can  give  to  my  question,  then,  is 
that  you  had  a  general  understanding  with  Dr.  Graham  and  Mr.  Mather, 
before  they  left  New  York  for  Minnesota,  for  the  purchase  of  that 
property,  that  you  were  to  have  an  interest  in  it.  How  say  you,  yea 
or  no? 

Answer.  I  should  say  yes  to  that  question. 

Examiruxtion  hy  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  855.  Did  I  understand  that  you  had  never  seen  the  con- 
tract entered  into  between  Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Steele,  Dr.  Graham,  and 
yourself,  for  the  purchase  of  the  property  ? 

Answer.  I.  do  not  think  1  have  ever  seen  any  such  contract. 

Question  856.  Then  your  sole  reliance  is  on  the  honor  of  the  par- 
ties as  to  any  future  distribution? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  never  should  ask  a  question  outside  those  gen- 
tlemen.    I  was  perfectly  satisfied. 

Question  857.  When  you  were  here  what  conversation  had  you  with 
any  person  in  the  oflBce  of  the  Secretory  of  War  about  confirming  the 
purchase  of  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  I  never  was  there  during  the  pendency  of  the  confirmation 
of  that  sale  at  all. 

Question  858.  Who  furnished  the  money  for  this  purchase,  and  of 
whom  did  you  have  the  money  which  you  paid? 

Answer.  I  had  it  of  Mrs.  Richard  Schell — ^my  wife — who  has  an 
estate  of  some  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

Question  859.  Who  famished  the  other  portion  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Mather  furnished  his  portion.  I  think  he  furnished 
some  $8,000  or  $9,000. 

Question  860.  State  whether  you  received  any  portion  of  it  from 
your  brother,  Augustus  Schell  ? 

Answer:  My  wife  borrowed  some  money  of  my  brother. 

Question  861.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  I  think  $5,000. 

Madisox  Swebtzbr  sworn. 

JExanUnoUion  by  the  chairman. 

Question  862.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum* 
stances  attending  the  saJe  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling? 
Answer.  I  have  not. 
Question  863.  Have  you  examined  the  property  sold  by  the  govern- 
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ment,  and,  if  so,  state  what  it  was  worth  at  the  time,  either  as  a  spec* 
Illation  or  as  a  permanent  investment? 

Answer.  I  know  the  property  very  well.    I  have  been  over  it  fre- 

Suently.  I  never  considered  the  property  as  valuable  as  seme  othen 
id.  I  think  it  can  be  only  nsed  for  agricultural  purposes.  As  a 
speculation,  if  the  times  had  continued  good,  it  might  have  been  woftii 
a  good  deal  of  money,  if  they  had  laid  it  off  into  town  lots,  and  had 
been  successful  in  selling  them.  But  I  never  have  thought  they  oould 
build  a  town  of  any  size  at  that  point,  and  it  may  not  be  improper 
here  to  state  my  reasons.  I  think,  from  its  being  so  near  St.  Paul,  St 
Anthony,  and  Minneapolis — ^towns  containing  an  aggregate  population 
of  perhaps  25,000  inhabitants — that  they  can  never  build  up  much  of 
a  town  there.  Besides,  there  are  bars  in  the  river,  which  will  seriouslj 
obstruct  the  navigation  to  that  point. 

Question  864.  Was  it  worth  more  than  $90,000  at  the  time  it  was 
sold? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was.  The  question  has  frequently  been 
asked,  and  I  have  always  said  I  never  would  give  $90,000  for  it  I 
would  not  give  that  tonday. 

Question  865.  Tou  are  a  resident  of  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  claim  my  residence  at  Traverse  des  Sioux,  but 
I  am  at  St.  Paul  a  large  portion  of  my  time. 

Question  866.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  engaged  in  the  Indian  trade  until  within  the 
last  two  years.  For  that  time  I  have  been  making  some  purchases  in 
lands. 

B&examinaiion  by  Mr.  Pettit. 

Question  867.  Were  you  in  St.  Paul  last  June  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  868.  You  may  state  what  knowledge  you  had  at  that  time 
of  the  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  being  brought  to  sale. 

Answer.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact  up  to  the  time  of  sale.  I 
think  the  first  I  heard  of  it  was  some  time  after  the  property  had 
been  sold. 

Question  869.  How  long  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  Not  long  afterwards.    I  suppose,  perhaps,  a  week. 

Question  870.  Was  your  business  of  a  kind  that  would  have  brought 
you  within  a  knowledge  of  the  sale  if  it  had  been  public  ? 

Answer.  I  should  have  known  it  if  the  sale  had  been  public.  I  do 
not  think  the  fact  was  made  public.  There  were  no  persons,  so  far  as 
I  know,  outside  the  parties  purchasing  who  had  any  knowledge  of  it 
until  after  the  sale  had  been  completed. 

Question  871.  Were  there  at  that  time  persons  in  Minnesota 
making  investments  particularly  anxious  to  purchase  this  reservation? 

Answer.  There  were  persons  anxious  to  make  investments  in  the 
reservation. 

Question  872.  Was  the  sale  of  this  reservation  a  matter  of  much 
pubHc  interest  ? 
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Answer.  It  is  difficiilt  to  answer  that  question.  There  was  a  good 
deal  of  excitement  np  there  about  property.  Many  persons  were 
talking  about  becoming  interested  in  large  purchases  who  had  not 
the  money  to  invest.  They  were  there  filibustering,  as  they  say  in 
Kansas.  Much  property  that  was  sold  at  that  time  brought  higher 
prices  than  it  was  worth. 

Question  873.  In  the  vicinity  of  which  you  speak,  what  were  farm- 
ing lands  of  the  quality  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  worth  at 
that  time  ? 

Answer.  Lands  in  the  neighborhood  of  St.  Paul  at  that  time,  from 
one  to  three  miles  distant,  were  selling  at  from  $100  to  $500  per  acre. 
There  was  one  farm  sold  to  a  Pennsylvania  gentleman  on  the  other 
side  of  the  river,  on  this  side  of  Fort  Snelling,  at  $40  or  $50  per 
acre. 

Question  874.  Why  was  the  reservation  at  Port  Snelling  worth  less 
per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  will  state  the  reasons  why  I  think  it  was  worth  less. 
There  are  about  one  thousand  acres  of  it  subject  to  overflow,  and  there 
is  a  l»rge  portion  of  it  too  sandy  to  be  worth  much  for  farming  pur*" 
poees. 

Question  875.  When  you  speak  of  $90,000  as  a  &ir  price,  you  speak 
of  the  reserve  as  suited  only  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  But  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth  $90,000  for  farm- 
ing purposes.  If  I  had  the  money,  I  would  not  purchase  it  to-day  for 
$60,000. 

Question  876.  Your  opinion  as  now  expressed  is  based  upon  your 
judgment  that  it  is  not  valuable  as  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

He-examination  by  Mr^  MorriU. 

Question  877.  Do  you  own  any  interest  in  landed  estate  in  St. 
Paul. 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  own  an  interest  on  the  Minnesota  river  above 
the  fort,  and  in  other  portions  of  the  Territory. 

Question  878.  If  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve  had  been 
made  public,  were  there  parties  in  St.  Paul  who  would  have  beisn  glad 
to  invest  in  that  property  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  wish  to  be  understood  in  the  opinion  I  have 
expressed  about  the  sale.  If  it  had  been  sold  at  public  sale,  I  think 
very  likely  it  would  have  brought  more  money. 

Question  879.  If  it  had  been  sold  in  small  tracts,  so  as  to  have  en- 
abled a  number  of  persons  to  have  availed  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  purchasing,  do  you  think  at  that  time  it  would  have  brought 
nore? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would. 

Question  880.  Was  it  the  current  opinion  in  the  neighborhood,  at 
the  time  of  the  sale,  that  it  was  worth  half  a  million,  or  more  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was.  I  have  heard  persons  express  the 
opinion  that  it  was  worth  half  a  million,  a&d  others  at  the  same  time 
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expreefl  tbe  opinion  that  it  was  not  worth 
lare ;  so  thsit  it  is  difficult  to  say  what  wj 
opiDiou  on  the  enbject.    For  myeelf,  I  hai  " 
too  much  for  it* 

Question  881*  If  the  parties  succeed 
town  site,  will  they  not  realize  more? 

Answer*  A  correct  estimate  of  the  pric€ 
pends  very  much  on  the  feeling  or  excitemt 
out  of  ten  persons  might  regard  property  i 
licit  regard  as  valuable-  I  would  refer  you 
at  Lake  Superior.  Immense  fortonea  have 
utter  ruin  of  parties  who  have  purchased  a 
that,  in  the  neighborhood  of  St,  Paul,  Ian 
dollars  per  acre.  Many  wanted  me  to  go 
said  to  them:  "  You  are  perfectly  crazy,*' dj 
sion  letters  from  gentlemen  who  a  year  a^ 
money » and  now  say  they  find  it  hard  to  rai» 
had  continued  good,  and  tho8e  men  %vho  pi 
proporty  had  come  to  Washington  or  gone 
some  map  of  the  place  engraved — for  it  is 
and  succeeded  in  raising  an  excitement  ovt 
ceeded  in  selling  it  out  for  a  large  advance 
it  -  just  as  property  gold  at  Bayfield,  on  h 
fortune**  were  made  out  of  property  that  hs 
not  think  a  town  of  any  considerable  size 
reservation.  There  are  two  large  bars  tl 
water,  prevent  boats  of  large  eize  from  com 

Be-examifiaiian  by  Mr.  Ft 

Question  882.  From  your  knowledge  of 
your  knowledge  of  the  general  condition  < 
opinion  that  the  commissioners  exercised  thi 
ests  of  the  government,  in  selling  the  prop* 
allowing  it  to  take  the  chances  of  a  public  b 

Answer*  I  do  not  think  the}*  did ;  I  do 
with  discretion  in  selling  public  proper tj| 
you  ask  me  whether  they  got  as  mucli  as  ir 
but  it  strikes  me  the  property  should  have 

Question  883.  Do  you  mean  to  say  the  t 
realized  more  for  the  government  at  publ 
private  sale?  1 

Answer.  If  it  had  been  sold  in  small  pan 
then  existing,  it  might  have  brought  more. 

Question  884.  Have  you  any  knowledge  o 
tory  of  the  land  sales  of  the  govormnent,  wh 
much  at  public  sale  as  this  did  at  private  sa 

Answer,  I  have  not-  I  have  some  know 
far  a  much  leas  price  in  proportion  to  th< 
this  connexion,  what  is  a  matter  of  record,  tl 
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serve  was  sold  at  public  sale  at  Stillwater,  I  think  in  1854.  A  portion 
of  it  was  on  this  side  of  the  river,  and  much  more  valuable  land,  but 
I  think  none  of  it  sold  for  more  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre. 

Question  885.  What  makes  you  supppose,  then,  that  this  would 
have  been  an  exception  to  all  the  land  sales  that  have  ever  taken 
place  in  the  country?  In  other  words,  why  do  you  suppose  the  com- 
miBmoners  could  have  sold  this  property  for  more  at  public  than  at 
private  sale? 

Answer.  I  only  expressed  a  matter  of  doubt.  It  might  have  brought 
more.  I  do  not  believe  it  would.  But  it  is  barely  possible  that  at 
public  sale  it  might  not  have  brought  more  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter 
per  acre,  because  it  is  very  difficult  to  prevent  people  from  getting 
together  and  saying  to  each  other  "  I  will  not  bid  against  you,  and  you 
shall  not  bid  against  me.''  Such  arrangements  always  bring  down  the 
price  of  the  public  lands  when  sold  at  public  sale.  I  do  not  know 
whetiier  such  would  have  been  the  fact  in  relation  to  this  portion  of 
the  reserve,  but  such  was  the  fact  in  reference  to  the  other  portion 
of  it. 

Question  886.  In  view  of  these  combinations  which  you  say  have 
always  reduced  the  price  of  the  public  lands  when  exposed  at  public 
sale,  did  not  the  commissioners  of  the  government  act  with  judgment^ 
so  &r  as  the  interests  of  the  government  were  concerned,  in  making 
sale  of  this  land  at  $90,000,  its  value,  in  preference  to  running  the 
hazards  to  which  it  would  have  been  exposed  if  sold  at  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so.  When  I  spoke  before  of  the  impropriety  of 
disposing  of  the  reserve  at  private  sale,  it  was  from  the  peculiar 
wording  of  your  question.  I  think,  as  far  as  the  matter  of  dollars  and 
cents  is  concerned,  it  may  have  been  better  to  have  sold  it  at  private 
sale ;  but  if  the  sale  had  been  public  it  would  have  saved  the  govern- 
ment officers  from  censure. 

Mr,  Faulkner.  I  refer  only  to  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  govern- 
ment. 

Answer.  It  is  a  mere  matter  of  opinion  on  my  part.  It  would 
depend  entirely  upon  the  feeling  that  might  exist  in  the  neighborhood. 

Question  887.  When  I  used  the  term  "discretion,"  I  referred  to  the 
discretionary  power  given  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  these  commis- 
sioners to  make  sale  at  either  public  or  private  sale.  With  this  ex- 
planation, I  ask  whether  they  did  not  exercise  a  wise  discretion  in 
selling  it  at  its  full  value  at  private  sale,  instead  of  running  the  risk 
of  a  reduction  of  price  from  combination  at  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  chances  are,  that  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public 
sale  it  would  not  have  brought  as  much  money ;  but  that  depends 
upon  the  combinations  that  would  have  been  formed,  and  the  number 
of  moneyed  men  who  might  be  there  ready  to  invest.  There  have 
been  other  lands  there,  equally  as  valuable,  sold  at  the  rate  of  a  dollar 
and  a  quarter  per  acre.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the  whole  reserve 
had  been  sold  at  the  time  the  iSrst  portion  was,  it  would  all  have  sold 
for  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre.  I  think  the  part  of  the  reserve 
sold  first  was  purchased  by  Mr.  Sibley  and,  perhaps,  Mr.  Marshall,  and 
then  deeded  out,  in  small  tracts,  to  persons  holding  claims. 
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Be^examination  by  Mr.  PetUt 

Question  888.  Then,  taking  into  consideration  that  the  comffiu- 
sioners  had  unlimited  discretion  to  sell  or  not  either  in  whole  or  in 
part,  that  the  sale  might  have  been  made  in  the  midst  of  that  popih 
Motion  of  which  you  have  spoken,  was  a  combination  that  would  hafe 
prevented  the  realization  of  a  fair  price  possible  ? 

Answer.  That  is  a  very  difficult  question  to  answer.  Such  a  com- 
bination was  made  in  the  other  case.  The  sale  was  made  at  StiUwatir, 
only  some  twenty  miles  distant,  where  there  is  a  population  of  some 
twenty-five  hundred  inhabitants.  Hudson,  also,  is  a  very  considersUe 
place,  not  far  down  the  river.  I  think,  therefore,  from  the  fact  thii 
the  rame  thing  has  been  done  before,  that  such  a  combination  wonU 
have  been  possible. 

Question  889.  In  the  other  case,  were  there  not  pre-emptors  up«i 
the  other  portion  of  the  reserve? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  there  were  persons  holding  claims  as  such,  but 
with  about  as  much  authority  as  a  person  would  have  living  at  St. 
Paul,  who  occupied  one  of  the  houses  at  the  fort  over  night,  and  ikmt 
daimed  it  as  a  pre-emptor. 

Question  890.  Were  there  any  pre-emptors  upon  the  portion  of  tki 
reserve  sold  last  summer? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  there  were,  except  Mr.  Steele  and  Mr. 
McKenzie«  There  were  some  bona  fide  settlers  upon  the  portion  first 
sold.  But  a  great  portion  of  it  was  claimed  by  persons  who  did  nfii 
live  on  it,  and  never  intended  to  cultivate  it. 

Question  891.  Do  you  know  that  any  combination  existed  about  Ai 
time  of  the  sale  at  St  Paul  which  would  have  prevented  this  prop- 
erty, if  sold  at  public  sale,  from  bringing  the  best  prices? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 


TUESDAY,  February  9,  1868. 
Alexander  C.  Joyss  sworn : 

Question  892,  (by  the  chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  At  St.  Paul,  Minnesota. 

Question  893,  (by  the  chairman.)  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  &cts 
and  circumstances  connected  with  the  recent  sale  of  the  miiitsiy 
reservation  at  Fort  Sneliing? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  that  I  was  aware  that  the  departaeil 
had  ordered  the  sale.  I  was  aware  that  the  commissioners  had 
visited  the  place,  and  sold  it. 

^  Question  894,  (by  the  chairman.)  Were  you  at  Fort  Snellii^  at  the 
time  the  commissioners  to  make  the  sal€  were  there? 

Answer.  I  was  not  at  the  fort.  I  was  on  the  reserve  several  timaii 
and  passed  through  it. 
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Question  898,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Had  you  any  knowledge  that  the 
was  to  take  place,  prior  to  the  actual  sale  ? 
V     Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  met  Major  Eastman  there,  and  knew  that  he 
iMd  come  there  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  sale  of  it. 

Question  897,  (by  the  chairman.)  Did  you  learn  it  from  Major  East^ 
man,  or  had  you  information  from  other  sources? 

Answer.  I  had  it  from  other  sources. 

Question  898,  (by  the  chairman.)  From  whom  did  you  learn  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  It  was  mere  rumor,  picked  up  in  the 
streets. 

Question  899,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  value 
of  that  tract  of  land ;  and  if  so,  furnish  to  the  committee  your  views 
in  relation  to  its  value. 

Answer.  I  am  very  well  acquainted  with  the  lands  on  the  reserve ; 
I  have  been  over  them  very  frequently.  Some  is  valuable  land,  and 
oUier  not  so  much  so.  A  portion  of  it  is  upon  the  river  bottom  of  the 
Minnesota  river,  which  is  annually  submerged.  It  is  always  marshy, 
and  worth  little  or  notliii^.  There  are  eight  or  nine  hundred  aci^s 
of  it.  A  portion  of  it  rests  upon  a  high  bluff ;  some  of  that  is  vakia- 
UeJand,  and  some  portions  of  it  sandy,  which  I  would  not  have  at  any 
price.  Take  the  whole  tract  together,  and  I  would  not  think  it  worth 
more  than  six  or  seven  dollars  an  acre. 

Question  900,  (by  the  chairman.)  Would  you  give  it  as  you  opinion 
that  $90,000  would  be  a  fair  price  for  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  a  very  large  price,  for  agricultural  purposes,  and 
it  is  not  worth  much  for  any  other. 

Question  901,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  What  might  be  its  value,  looking 
fit  it  in  the  light  of  its  being  a  site  for  a  town  or  city? 

Answer.  There  are  so  many  chances  i^ainst  it  as  a  town  site,  I  do 
not  regard  it  as  valuable  for  that  purpose,  for  there  are  several  towns 
itt  its  immediate  vicinity  which  have  the  advantages  of  a  start  and  of  a 
reputation.  St.  Paul  is  situated  five  or  six  miles  below  it,  Minneapolis 
above  it,  and  Mendota  across  the  river.  The  rage  for  making  towns 
has  somewhat  subsided  in  that  part  of  the  west,  I  think  it  a  very 
Wd  q>eeulation  for  town  site  purposes. 

Question  902,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  How  long  have  you  resided  i» 
Minnesota? 

Answer.  About  five  years. 

Question  903,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Do  you  hold  any  office  tbere? 

Answer.  I  am  a  judge  of  the  probate  court  of  Bamisey  county? 

Question  904,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Were  you  sent  for  from  Minnesotai 
to  testify  in  this  case  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not.  I  arrived  in  Virginia  before  the  motion  ^as 
made  for  the  appointment  of  this  committee.  I  learned  the  ftict  frotti 
tibe  newspapers  while  I  was  in  Wheeling,  Virginia.  I  have  been  sub- 
poenaed since  I  reached  Washington. 

Hxamiination  by  Mr.  Morris. 
Question  905.  Were  you  formerly  a  resident  of  Wheeling  ? 
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Answer.  I  was,  and  went  from  Wheeling  to  Minnesota. 

Question  906.  Had  yon  any  conversation  after  you  arrived  in  Warih 
ington  in  regard  to  that  reservation  ? 

Answer.  No  particular  conversation — nothing  more  than  regards 
the  fact  that  the  committee  was  in  session,  and  that  certain  parties 
nad  been  sent  for  to  Minnesota  by  the  Sergeant-at-arms. 

Question  907.  Do  you  know  how  you  happened  to  be  subpoenaed? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  908.  Do  you  know  any  of  the  parties  who  purchased  this 
property  ? 

Answer.  I  know  Franklin  Steele,  who  is  said  to  have  purchased 
this  property,  and  who  has  the  reputation  with  us  of  being  the  sole 
purchaser. 

Question  910.  Did  you  express  to  any  one  aft«r  you  arrived  in 
Washington  the  views  you  have  now  expressed  to  the  committee? 

Answer.  In  conversation  with  persons  from  Minnesota  I  have  ex- 
pressed such  views. 

Question  911.  Whom  was  such  conversation  with  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  conversations  with  several  Minnesota  gentle- 
men ;  I  do  not  recollect  who  in  particular ;  I  do  not  know  wluit  the 
conversations  were. 

Examination  by  Mr.  PettU. 

Question  912.  Did  you  know^  before  the  1st  of  July,  that  Major 
Eastman  and  his  associate  were  authorized  by  the  government  to 
make  a  sale  of  this  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  the  time  exactly  ;  as  I  stated  before,! 
knew  from  report  that  they  were  there ;  but  what  time  it  was  I  do 
not  remember  ;  I  did  not  pay  much  attention  to  it. 

Question  913.  Is  it  not  true  that  their  particular  authority  to  sell 
this  reservation  was  unknown  at  St.  Paul,  and  that  neighborhood,  until 
after  the  sale  was  effected  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  or  not. 

Question  914.  At  what  time  did  you  first  leam  that  Franklin  Steele 
had  purchased  that  reservation  7 

Answer.  It  was  some  time  immediately  after  the  sale. 

Question  916.  Did  you  leam  that  before  Steele  had  come  to  Wash- 
ington and  returned,  or  afterwards? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  it  was  a  matter  to  which  I  paid  no  partio- 
ular  attention,  not  being  interested  in  it  in  the  least ;  I  knew  it  soon 
after  the  sale. 

Question  916.  Can  you  fix  the  time  more  particularly  than  that 
the  sale  occurred  some  time  last  summer  7 

Answer.  I  cannot :  I  was  very  much  occupied  in  my  own  business, 
and  do  not  remember  it. 

Question  917.  Is  it  not  true  that  a  general  interest  existed  in  the 
neighborhood  of  St.  Paul,  upon  the  part  of  speculators  and  x>theri,  to 
make  purchases  in  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  an  interest  was  felt  after  the  sale  more  than  at 
any  other  time. 

Question  918.  And  was  not  that  interest  felt  first  becanse,  np  to 
that  time,  it  was  not  known  that  any  person  was  authorized  to  sell  ? 

Answer.  It  was  felt  because  the  sale  and  the  terms  of  the  sale  were 
then  known. 

Question  919.  Before  the  fact  of  the  sale  transpired,  who,  within 
your  knowledge,  was  aware  that  those  persons  were  authorized  to 
make  a  sale  of  that  reservation? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  can  name  any  person  ;  I  took  so  little 
interest  that  I  did  not  fix  the  names  in  my  mind. 

Question  920.  What,  at  the  time  of  this  sale,  was  the  value  of  farm* 
ing  lands  within  six  miles  of  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  From  five  to  ten  dollars  an  acre  ;  good  lands  and  the  best 
quality  of  lands  could  be  bought  for  that ;  that  was  in  the  month  of 
July  last ;  that  was  the  usual  price,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Question  921.  Is  your  judgment,  then,  of  the  value  of  the  Port  Snel- 
Hng  reservation  based  upon  the  consideration  that  it  is  not  likely  to 
be  occupied  as  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  Partly  that  and  partly  from  the  consideration  that  the 
land  is  valueless  for  any  purpose  whatever  ;  I  mean  by  that  that  a 
portion  of  it  is  nearly  always  submerged,  and  is  marshy  ;  that  is  the 
case  with  eight  or  nine  hundred  acres  upon  the  bottom  of  the  Minne* 
Bota  river.  I  cannot  state  what  portion  of  it  is  sandy  ;  but  that  is  the 
case,  particularly  with  that  part  of  it  on  the  road  from  Fort  Snelling 
in  the  direction  of  Minneapolis,  and  that  part  of  it  from  Fort  Snelling 
up  the  Minnesota  river  ;  I  cannot  tell  what  portion  of  the  whole  is  so. 

Question  922.  You  have  spoken  of  the  road  from  the  fort  to  Min- 
neapolis. Is  it  not  true  that  lands  along  that  road  were  held,  in  June 
last,  at  more  than  $100  per  acre? 

Answer.  Lands  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Minneapolis  were  held 
high,  I  know.  In  answer  to  your  question,  I  would  say,  not  to  my 
knowledge.  I  proposed  to  buy  some  thirty  acres  upon  that  road,  and 
it  was  offered  at  $40  per  acre.  The  land  was  about  one  mile  from 
the  road,  and  eleven  miles  from  St.  Paul,  but  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  Minneapolis — say  one  and  a  half  mile. 

Question  923.  What  objection  exists  now  to  using  Fort  Snelling  as 
a  city  site? 

Answer.  It  takes  a  great  deal  of  money  and  capital  to  build  a  town. 
There  is  a  town  now  at  the  practical  head  of  navigation,  five  or  six 
miles  below  Fort  Snelling— St.  Paul.  The  largest  steamboats  ply 
between  it  and  Prairie  du  Chien,  and  at  a  low  stage  of  the  water  they 
cannot  go  above  it ;  and  even  the  small  class  of  steamers,  in  very  low 
water,  cMinot  go  above  it.  I  have  often  seen  them  aground  above  it. 
Again,  the  towns  of  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis,  above  it,  have  the 
start  and  prestige ;  and  .at  this  particular  time,  when  money  matters 
are  very  hard  upon  western  people,  it  is  out  of  the  question  to  build 
a  town  at  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  924.   If  St.  Anthony  and   Minneapolis  are   above,  and 
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boats  are  required  to  pass  Fort  Snelling,  why  is  the  obstruction  below 
an  obstacle  to  the  use  of  Fort  Snelling  as  a  town  site? 

Answer.  It  is  a  rare  occurrence  for  boats  to  go  to  St.  Anthony.  St. 
Paul  derives  its  importance  from  being  at  the  practical  head  of  nafi- 
gation  on  the  Mississippi  river,  and  Minneapolis  and*  St.  Anthony 
from  their  immense  water  power.    They  are  manufacturing  places. 

ExamincUion  hy  Mr.  MorrtO. 

Question  925.  What  is  your  business,  aside  from  your  official  duties? 

Answer.  I  was  an  attorney  at  law  previous  to  my  election. 

Question  926.  Do  you  own  any  real  estate  in  the  vicinity  of  St 
Paul? 

Answer.  I  do.  t 

Question  927.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  rivalries  exist  in  these  new  west* 
«m  towns? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir ;  in  certain  cases. 

Question  928.  Is  it  not  common  for  the  inhabitants  of  St.  Paul  to 
decry  and  depress  the  prospective  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling  pro- 
perty? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  is ;  every  one  believing  it  out  of  ^ 
question,  at  all  times,  to  make  it  a  town.  That  is  the  common  o^nioa 
at  St.  Paul,  on  account  of  the  obstructions  in  the  river.  It  is  a  bess- 
tifol  site ;  and  it  has  been  a  topic  of  conversation  with  all  who  visited 
the  fort,  because  it  lays  so  beautifully — ^high  up,  and  upon  a  little 
pmiinsula  between  the  Minnesota  and  Mississippi  rivers. 

Question  929.  If  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  property  had  been  s 

?ublic  one,  and  sold  in  small  parcels,  were  there  not  parties  in  Si 
^aul  who  would  have  been  glad  of  the  opportunity  to  become  pur- 
chasers? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  were  parties  who  would  have  been  glad  to 
bave  purchased  portions  of  it. 

Question  930.  In  the  beauty  of  its  location  as  a  town  site,  does  it 
not  surpass  that  of  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  believe  St.  Paul  is  unsurpassed  in  beauty  as  t 
town  site. 

Question  931.  Did  you  know  that  you  were  to  be  summoned  before 
this  committee  before  you  were  summoned  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  932.  You  have  had  frequent  conversations  in  Washingtoi 
«e  to  the  value  of  this  property  since  you  have  been  here? 

Answer.  Not  frequently.  It  has  been  a  matter  of  oonversatioi 
between  myself  and  other  gentlemen  from  Minnesota  on  one  or  iMo 
occasions. 

Be-examinaium  hy  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  933.  With  what  gentlemen? 

Answer.  I  think  the  matter  was  a  subject  of  conversation  betiws 
Hr.  Sweetzer,  the  witness  examined  yesterday,  and  myself.  I  thiols 
I  have  mentioned  the  matter  to  Mr.  Becker,  one  of  the  members  ot 
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Congress  elect  from  that  State,  in  which  I  observed  that  if  Mr.  Steele 
had  the  money  they  paid,  and  the  United  States  the  reserve,  he  would 
be  very  much  gratified. 

Question  934.  You  speak  of  the  navigation  being  difficult  between 
St.  Paul  and  Fort  Snelling,  and  upon  that,  to  some  extent,  you  based 
your  opinion  that  the  property  at  Fort  Snelling  is  not  valuable  as  a 
town  site  ;  do  you  know  of  any  other  obstructions  in  the  Mississippi 
river  which  it  is  difficult  to  get  over  in  low  water ;  if  so,  what  other 
obstructions  do  you  know  of? 

Answer.  I  know  there  is  an  obstruction  between  Dunkirk  and  St. 
Paul,  just  above  the  town  of  Winona — an  obstruction  called  "  Beef 
Slough."  There  is  also  a  place,  a  short  distance  below  St.  Paul, 
called  "  Pig's  Eye,"  which  it  is  difficult  for  boats  to  pass  at  low  water. 
Yet  the  largest  class  of  boats  pass  through  or  over  them  all  the  sea- 
son ;  but  the  same  boats  which  pass  those  places  could  not  get  to 
Port  Snelling  under  any  circumstances. 

Question  936.  Do  you  not  know  that  there  are  places  in  the  Mis- 
sissippi river  ccdled  the  Upper  and  the  Lower  rapids  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  936.  Where  are  they  located? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  am  not  much  acquainted  with  that  part  of  the 
river.  I  believe  one  of  them  is  at  Rock  island,  and  the  other  above. 
That  is  the  impression  I  have. 

Question  937.  Do  you  not  know  that  Keokuk  is  in  the  State  of 
Iowa? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  below  Rock  island.  It  is  between  Rock 
island  and  St.  Louis.  I  am  not  very  familiar  with  the  towns  along 
that  river.  I  passed  along  there  once,  and  have  a  geiieral  idea  of 
them.  Since  you  mentioned  the  matter,  I  think  those  rapids  are  in 
the  neighborhood  of  Keokuk. 

Question  938.  Is  not  Keokuk,  upon  the  Mississippi  river,  regarded 
as  the  highest  point  for  first  class  steamboats,  ana  whether  at  any- 
thing like  a  low  stage  of  water  they  do  not  have  to  take  the  freight 
from  the  steamboats  at  that  point  and  take  it  over  the  rapids  by 
lighters,  a  distance  of  twelve  miles  ? 

Answer.  I  wish  to  state  that  there  are  as  large  a  class  of  steamers 
running  above  Dubuque,  except  the  heavy  freight  boats  from  St. 
Louis  to  New  Orleans,  as  run  below  it ;  and  that  at  a  low  stage  of 
water  the  large  New  Orleans  freight  boats  cannot  pass  over  those 
rapids,  and  the  same  is  the  case  at  Louisville,  Kentucky,  on  the  Ohio. 
The  large  class  boats  cannot  pass  up  or  down  at  a  low  stage  of  water 
at  that  point  on  the  Ohio,  yet  as  large  a  class  of  boats  run  from  Louis- 
ville to  Cincinnati  as  run  from  Louisville  to  New  Orleans,  below  the 
falls  of  the  Ohio  river.  Neither  of  those  classes  of  boats  can  pass'  the 
rapids  at  a  low  stage  of  water.  Prom  Dunleith,  Dunkirk,  and  Prairie 
du  Chien,  a  class  of  boats  run  to  St.  Paul  as  large  as  any  boats  any- 
where, except  the  large  freight  boats  up  from  New  Orleans. 

Question  939.  I  asked  whether,  in  anything  like  a  low  stage  of 
Water,  they  do  not  unload  the  boats  and  take  the  freight  up  the  rapids 
in  lighters  ? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  940.  Are  there  not  large  and  flourishing  towns  and  cities 
above  these  two  rapids  you  speak  of  in  the  Mississippi  river  ? 

Answer.  There  are  a  number. 

Question  941.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  if  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis 
had  not  the  start  you  speak  of,  that  Fort  Snelling  is  the  natural  place 
for  a  city  in  that  vicinity  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  It  is  a  very  pretty  site  for  a 
city.  It  is  located  at  the  mouth  of  the  Minnesota  river,  and  between 
that  and  the  Mississippi  river.  It  forms  a  sort  of  promontory  there. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  natural  place  for  a  city.  I  think  the  site  of  St 
Paul  is  superior  to  that  of  Port  Snelling. 

Question  942,  (by  Mr.  Paulkner.)  What,  in  your  judgment,  would 
have  been  the  result  of  a  public  sale  made  by  the  commissioners  of 
this  land,  compared  with  the  result  of  the  private  sale  as  it  has  been 
ascertained. 

Answer.  That  it  would  not  have  sold  for  as  much  money  at  public 
sale. 

Question  943,  (by  Mr.  Paulkner.)  Give  your  reasons  for  that 
opinion  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  it  is  the  opinion  of  western  men  generally  that 
no  land  can  be  sold  publicly  and  bring  a  higher  price  than  $1  25  per 
acre,  based  upon  the  belief  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  govern- 
ment to  speculate  upon  the  public  lands,  and  that  it  is  well  enough 
for  citizens  to  get  it  at  as  low  a  price  as  they  can.  I  attended  t£e 
sale  at  Stillwater,  in  1855,  I  believe,  when  a  portion  of  that  reserve, 
embracing  lands  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  St.  Paul,  and  beb^een 
St.  Paul  and  Stillwater,  (which  is  at  the  head  of  Lake  St.  Croix,)  were 
sold,  and  none  of  them  brought  a  higher  price  than  $1  25  per  acre- 
lands  more  valuable  than  those  at  Port  Snelling. 

Colonel  Adam  D.  Steuabt  sworn. 

Examinaiiofn,  by  the  chairman. 

Question  944.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  At  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

Question  945.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances attending  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  SneUing? 

Witness.  Do  you  mean  personal  knowledge  ? 

The  chairman.  Yes. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  946.  Have  you  ever  been  upon  that  reservation,  or  made 
such  an  examination  of  it  as  to  enable  you  to  speak  of  its  value  ? 

Answer.  I  have  known  it  well  for  upwards  of  thirty  years.  I  was 
for  more  than  ten  years  paymaster  of  the  fort  and  district.  I  have 
not  been  at  Port  Snelling  since  August,  1854,  and  the  rise  of  property 
in  that  neighborhood  has  mostly  taken  place  since  that  time.  I  could 
therefore  only  state  an  opinion  as  to  the  present  value  of  property  in 
that  region  as  derived  from  others,  for  I  have  not  been  there  in  the 
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last  three  and  a  half  years.  Within  that  time  two  or  three  flourish- 
ing towns  have  sprung  up  near  Fort  Snelling,  and  the  property  has 
greatly  enhanced  in  value. 

Question  947.  Ought  Fort  Snelling,  in  your  opinion,  to  have  been 
retained  by  the  government  for  military  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so,  and  as  a  depot.  But  a  better  opinion  can  be 
obtained  from  educated  military  men.  I  am  not  a  graduate  of  West 
Point,  although  I  have  served  upwards  of  thirty  years  in  the  public 
service,  until  I  resigned  in  1854. 

Question  948.  Do  you  mean,  when  you  speak  of  it  as  a  depot,  a 
depot  for  provisions  and  munitions  of  war  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  a  "post  has  been  recently  ordered  to  be  estab- 
lished on  the  northern  boundary  line,  four  hundred  miles  northwest  of 
Fort  Snelling ;  and  there  is  another  post  up  the  Minnesota  river,  which 
joins  the  Mississippi  at  that  point,  and  should,  in  my  opinion,  be  sup- 
plied from  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  949.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Fort  Snelling  is  now  situated  in 
the  midst  of  a  rapidly  growing  population? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  960.  Do  you  know  the  distance  from  Fort  Snelling  to  the 
forts  you  have  mentioned? 

Answer.  I  think  the  fort  ordered  to  be  erected  at  Pembina  is  400 
miles  to  the  northwest,  on  the  boundary  line  of  the  British  posses- 
sions, and  Fort  Bidgley  is  about  250  up  the  St.  Peter's  or  Minnesota 
river. 

Question  951.  Do  you  know  what  it  would  cost  the  government  to 
retain  Fort  Snelling  as  a  military  depot? 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  would  cost  nothing,  as  the  buildings  necessary 
are  all  there. 

Question  952.  Would  not  troops  have  to  be  retained  there  if  it 
were  kept  as  a  military  depot? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  as  many  troops  would  be  retained  there  as,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  proper  military  officers,  were  necessary,  but  they 
are  already  in  the  service  of  the  government,  and  it  would  be  attended 
with  no  additional  expense  to  retain  them  there. 

Question  953.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that,  in  the  purchase  of  military  stores, 
the  government  sends  an  agent  to  St.  Louis,  who  makes  the  purchases, 
which  are  transported  up  the  river  to  all  points  above,  through  the 
merchants,  or  by  private  conveyances? 

Answer.  The  practice  is  for  the  supplies  for  the  quartermaster's 
department  to  be  purchased  by  the  officers  of  that  department,  and 
subsistence  stores  by  the  officers  of  the  commissary  department ; 
they  are  then  all  turned  over  to  the  quartermasters,  and  are  trans- 
ported in  the  ordinary  trading  vessels  to  the  different  points  where 
they  are  required,  consigned  to  the  proper  officers. 

Question  954.  If  Fort  Snelling  were  retained  as  a  military  depot, 
would  it  not  be  merely  as  a  point  of  reshipment  of  the  supplies 
forwarded  from  the  quartermaster's  department  to  supply  the  points 
above,  and  could  not  these  points  be  supplied  as  cheaply  from  St.  Paul 
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and  the  neighborhood,  as  for  the  government  to  retain  Port  Snelling 
as  a  millitary  depot? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  The  St.  Peter's  river  is  not  navigable  except 
tor  boats  of  light  draught,  and  there  must  be  a  reshipment  at  that  point 
for  the  fort  at  Pembina  and  Fort  Ridgley.  Th«re  would  be  a  diffe^ 
ence  in  the  expense,  but  I  do  not  know  what  the  difiference  would  be. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  955.  I  will  ask  if  you  have  any  knowledge  of  any  persoD 
or  persons  seeking  information  as  to  whether  this  property  would  be 
sold,  and  writing  to  the  War  Department  to  obtain  that  informatioii? 

Answer.  Mr.  Reynolds,  the  late  district  attorney  at  St.  Louis,  in- 
formed me  that  he  had  addressed  a  letter  or  letters  to  the  Secretary 
of  War.  Mr.  Reynolds  wished  me  to  ascertain  if  such  letters,  or 
copies  of  them,  had  been  communicated  to  the  committee. 

Question  966.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  whether,  in  your  judgment,  it 
would  have  been  proper  to  have  sold  Fort  Snelling  at  public  or  private 
sale ;  and  if  at  public  sale,  the  reason  for  it? 

Answer.  At  public  sale,  as  I  think  all  public  property  should  be 
sold.  I  have  served  in  the  army  for  twenty-odd  years,  and  I  hare 
never  known  public  property  to  be  sold  at  private  sale.  My  opinion 
is  that  it  never  should  be.  I  attended  the  sale  of  the  military  reser 
vation  at  Fort  Dearborn,  in  Illinois,  in  1839,  which  was  sold  by  Judge 
Birchard,  as  the  agent  of  the  government  sent  out  for  that  purpose. 
It  was  divided  into  lots,  as  an  addition  to  the  city  of  Chicago.  He 
then  invited  sealed  proposals  through  public  advertisements,  retain* 
ing  the  right  of  rejecting  all  bids  deemed  to  be  too  low.  When  bids 
were  rejected  as  being  too  low,  the  lots  were  reo£Fered  for  sale  nntil 
bids  were  received  for  them  satisfactory  to  the  commissioner.  I 
know  of  no  other  mode  which  could  have  prevented  combinations 
upon  the  part  of  speculators  to  obtain  the  property  at  less  than  it  was 
worth.  He  had  a  tariff  of  prices  which  was  unknown  to  the  bidders. 
Bids  were  rejected,  and  the  lots  reoffered  in  some  caaee  five  or  six 
times  until  the  commissioner  sold  them  on  terms  satisfactory  to  him- 
self. The  next  best  mode  would  have  been  to  have  divided  the  pro- 
perty into  lots,  for  which  a  minimum  price  should  be  fixed,  and  the 
agent  authorized  to  make  that  bid  for  the  government.  If  lands  are 
sold  without  limit  at  public  auction,  speculators  will  combine,  appoint 
a  bidder,  and  then  divide  the  proceeds  among  themselves.  I  p^ 
chased  eleven  lots  myself  at  the  sale  of  Fort  Dearborn. 

Question  957.  Do  you  know  the  amount  the  property  at  Fort  Dear 
bom  brought  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  The  returns  must  be  on  file  in  the  War  De- 
partment. 

Question  958.  If  Fort  Snelling  had  been  sold  in  that  way,  is  it  yoor 
opinion  that  the  lands  would  have  brought  more  than  $7  50  per  acre? 

Answer.  I  think  they  would  have  brought  more* 

Question  959.  How  much  more  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say,  for  the  reason  I  have  mentioned,  that  I 
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lave  not  been  there  for  three  years  and  a  half,  since  which  the  value 
f  property  has  risen  so  mnch  that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  me  to 
-ive  an  opinion. 

Question  960.  If  it  had  been  laid  out  in  small  parcels  of  six,  eight, 
r  ten  acres,  and  sold,  is  it  your  opinion  it  would  have  brought  more? 

Answer.  If  a  town  had  been  laid  out  there,  and  the  property  had 
een  sold  in  parts  of  acres,  in  acre  tracts,  and  in  forty  acre  tracts,  in 
ly  opinion  it  would  have  brought  more  than  I  have  understood  it 
old  for.  That,  in  my  opinion,  would  have  been  the  proper  way  to 
lave  disposed  of  it. 

Question  961.  Do  you  regard  it  as  valuable  for  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  I  do.  It  is  true  there  are  other  towns  near  by — St.  Paul 
3  six  miles  below,  Minneapolis  and  St.  Anthony  are  five  or  six  miles 
bove,  and  Mendota  is  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Minnesota  river ; 
•at  still  I  regard  it  as  an  important  point  as  a  town  site.  ^ 

Question  962.  If  these  towns  you  speak  of  had  not  the  start  they 
lave,  is  it  your  judgment  that  Fort  Snelling,  being  at  the  junction  6f 
he  Mississippi  and  Minnesota  rivers,  is  the  best  point  for  a  town  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  but  for  the  existence  of  these  towns  it  would 
>o  the  principal  point  in  that  region  ;  but  it  would  be  difficult  now  to 
ival  the  towns  already  in  existence. 

Question  963.  What  is  the  value  of  the  reservation  for  farming 
purposes  ? 

AjoBwer.  I  do  not  know,  for  the  reason  that  the  value  of  the  lands 
lave  risen  since  I  was  there.  The  soil  is  generally  of  good  quality. 
[*here  are  some  swamp  lands,  but  I  do  not  know  the  proportion. 
They  are  rich,  valuable  lands,  but  I  might  do  injustice  to  others,  as 
fell  as  myself,  if  I  were  to  undertake  to  fix  their  value. 

Question  964.  Prom  your  knowledge  of  that  property,  having  been 
amiliar  with  it  for  thirty  years,  if  you  had  been  commissioned  by  the 
;ovemment  to  sell  it,  either  in  small  lots  or  as  a  whole,  how  would 
on  have  sold  it  ?  and  if  as  a  whole,  would  you  have  communicated 
he  intelligence  that  you  were  authorized  to  sell  it  to  only  one  indi^ 
idual,  and  have  sold  it  to  him  ? 

Answer.  I  should  have  divided  it  into  lots  and  sold  it  at  public 
ale,  as  I  have  mentioned,  unless  I  was  instructed  to  the  contrary. 

Question  965.  You  think  that,  as  a  prudent,  discreet  business  man, 
our  duty  would  have  required  you  to  have  done  that  ? 

Answer.  I  would  have  so  considered  it,  in  the  absence  of  any  in- 
tmctions. 

BereocamincUion  by  the  chairman. 

Question  966.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  military  reserva* 
ion  being  sold  in  the  manner  you  have  described,  other  than  Fort 
)earbom  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  attended  any  other  sale,  and  I  do  not  now 
emember  any  other  sold  in  that  manner. 

Question  967.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  a  portion  of  a  military 
eservation  at  Fort  Snelling  being  sold  at  Stillwater,  in  1864  or  1866  T 
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Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  understood  that  it  was  sold  nndef  the  direotion 
of  the  Oeneral  Land  Office.    It  had  been  squatted  on,  I  imagine. 

Question  968.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  where  military  reserva- 
tions are  sold  at  public  auction  to  the  highest  bidder,  it  is  within  the 
power  and  is  usual  for  speculators  to  combine  and  bid  in  the  property 
at  the  minimum  price? 

Answer,  I  said  it  would  be  an  easy  matter  for  them  so  to  combine. 

Question  969.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  soil  of  a  large  portion  of  this 
reservation  is  sandy  and  not  well  adapted  to  purposes  of  cultivation? 

Answer.  I  have  been  over  it  repeatedly,  but  have  not  examined  the 
soil  particularly.    I  think  it  is  generally  of  good  quality. 

Question  970.  Do  you  know  what  portion  of  it  is  subject  to  over- 
flow? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  971,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  How  long  since  did  Fort  Snelliug 
cease  to  be  an  important  point,  in  a  military  point  of  view,  as  a  defence 
of  the  frontier? 

Answer.  Since  about  1853, 1  suppose.  I  think  the  country  began 
to  be  settled  beyond  it  at  about  that  time. 

Question  972,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Is  it  important  at  all  to  be  retained 
as  a  depot  of  supply  for  Fort  Eipley? 

Answer.  It  would  be,  so  long  as  Fort  Bipley  is  continued  as  a  mili- 
tary post. 

Question  973,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
the  importance  of  the  government  retaining  Fort  Snelling  depends 
entirely  upon  supplying  the  fort  at  Pembina,  Fort  Bidgley  and  Fort 
Bipley? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  If  troops  are  kept  there  in  a  large  body,  they 
may  be  sent  up  the  river  in  detachments  to  the  different  points,  as 
they  are  wanted,  just  as  they  are  sent  from  Fort  Leavenworth  to 
make  expeditions  into  the  prairies  in  the  summer.  But,  in  reference 
to  these  matters  of  opinion,  I  would  much  rather  some  educated  mili- 
tary men  should  furnish  information. 


WEDNESDAY,  Fbbbuabt  10,  1858. 

Andrew  Elubon  sworn. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  974.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances  connected  with  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  in  June  last? 

Answer.  Nothing  but  what  I  have  heard  from  people  in  Minnesota. 
I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Question  975.  Do  you  reside  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  live  in  Virginia. 

Question  976.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  that  reservation,  or  have 
you  had  any  opportunity  of  becoming  acquainted  with  its  value? 
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Answer.  I  have  been  on  portions  of  it.  I  have  my  opinions  about 
he  property. 

Question  977.  Give  us  your  means  of  information,  by  which  we  can 
mderstand  whether  you  can  form  an  intelligent  opinion  of  its  value? 
^at  were  your  opportunities  of  knowing  anything  about  the  reser- 
^tion? 

Answer.  I  can  tell  you  the  value  from  other  lands  in  the  neighbor- 
Lood,  and  lands  of  equal  fertility  in  other  States. 

Question  978.  What,  then,  in  your  opinion,  is  the  value  of  the  resor- 
ption, either  per  acre  or  in  gross  ? 

Answer.  The  tract  is  so  large,  and  there  is  such  a  variety  of  land 
n  it,  that  I  could  not  tell  what  would  be  the  value.  I  have  heard 
rhat  it  sold  for,  and  judge  that  it  is  more  than  I  would  pay  for  it 
ayself. 

Question  979,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  Have  you  ever  resided  in  Minnesota  7 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  980,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  How  long  were  you  there  ? 

Answer.  About  three  weeks  in  the  Territory. 

Question  981.  In  that  part  of  it  how  long? 

Answer.  I  was  in  Saint  Paul  all  the  time,  except  while  I  was  riding 
bout  in  the  neighborhood.  I  made  that  my  headquarters.  I  went 
o  Minnesota  with  a  view  of  purchasing  when  I  got  there  ? 

Question  982,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Do  you  know  how  you  came  to  be 
ummoned  here  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  was  through  an  acquaintance  of  mine  from 
It.  Paul,  who  was  with  me  when  I  was  over  the  tract. 

J.  G.  Hall  sworn. 
Excminaiion  by  the  chairman. 

Question  983.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  facts  and  circumstances 
ttending  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  Somewhat  I  am,  by  report. 

Question  984.  I  ask  for  your  knowledge. 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  any  personal  knowledge  on  the 
abject. 

Question  986.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  I  have  resided  in  St.  Paul,  Minnesota.  I  am  residing  here 
t  present. 

Question  986.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  reservation  at  Port  Snel- 
ing? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  been  over  it  a  hundred  times. 

Question  987.  Will  you  tell  this  committee  what,  in  your  judgment, 
b  was  worth  when  it  was  sold  in  June  last  ? 

Answer.  There  would  be  a  diflFerence  of  opinion.  Property  has  de- 
•reciated  very  much  in  value  in  Minnesota.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is 
rorth  half  as  much  as  it  was  then.  •  At  that  time  I  should  suppose  a 
ortion  was  worth  $200  per  acre.  Some  of  it  was  worth  nothing.  I 
appose,  on  an  average,  it  was  worth  fifteen  or  twenty  dollars  per  acre.  ' 
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Question  988.  Do  yon  speak  of  its  value,  taMng  into  consideration 
its  adaptation  for  a  town  site,  or  merely  as  a  tract  of  land  for  agricut 
tiu^  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  speak  of  it  for  agricultural  purposes.  There  is  a  portion 
of  it  which,  if  Minneapolis  extends  down  there — as  I  suppose  it  will  in 
time — ^will  be  invaluable.  You  could  scarcely  fix  a  value  high  enougL 
There  are  six  miles  of  it  very  fine  land,  and  a  beautiful  place  for  an 
extension  of  a  town.     Minneapolis  is  some  six  miles  from  the  fort. 

Question  989.  Do  you  think  it  is  practicable  to  build  a  town  at  Fort 
Snelling,  taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony, 
Minneapolis,  and  Mendota,  are  all  towns  which  have  been  started? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  think  a  town  might  be  built  there. 

Question  990.  Taking  into  consideration  every  advantage,  both  as  a 
town  site  and  for  agricultural  purposes,  what,  in  your  judgment,  was 
that  military  reservation  worth  last  June  ? 

Answer.  Taking  into  consideration  all  its  advantages,  both  its  prac- 
ticability as  a  town  site  and  for  agricultural  purposes,  I  should  think 
it  was  worth  twenty  dollars  per  acre. 

Question  991.  Do  you  know  how  much  of  it  is  subject  to  overflow? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  should  think  about  two  thousand  acres,  from 
its  appearance. 

Question  992.  Is  not  a  large  portion  of  it  so  sandy  that  it  is  not 
well  adapted  to  agricultural  purposes? 

Answer.  Not  much.  It  is  more  sandy  between  St.  Paul  and  SL 
Anthony,  where  the  land  is  nearly  all  being  cultivated. 

Question  993.  Would  you  say  the  land  was  worth  $20  per  acre,  in* 
eluding  that  subject  to  overfl6w? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  think  it  was  worth  that  on  the  average. 

Question  994.  Were  you  on  the  reservation  just  before  or  after  the 
sale? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  995.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  the  conmiission* 
ers  of  the  government,  or  the  purchasers  of  the  property,  in  reference 
to  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  Not  directly.  I  heard  both  the  commissioners  and  the 
purchasers  talk  of  it. 

Question  996.  Can  you  give  us  your  recollection  of  these  conversar 
tions? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could,  in  detail.  I  heard  them  speak 
of  laying  it  out  as  a  town  site,  and  estimating  its  value.  I  heard  Kr. 
Steele  talk  considerably  about  it. 

Question  997.  With  the  commissioners? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  that  I  heard  any  direct  conversation  with 
the  commissioners. 

Question  998.  Was  the  conversation  before  or  after  the  sale? 

Answer.  Before  the  sale,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Question  998^.  What  did  Mr.  Steele  estimate  the  property  as  worih? 

Answer.  He  thought  it  was  worth  $100,000, 1  think,  and  more  if  • 
town  could  be  built  there. 
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QneBtion  999.  Did  yon  ever  hear  Major  Eastman,  or  Mr.  Heiskell, 
uty  anything  in  regard  to  this  sale,  either  before  or  cdfter  it  was  made? 

Answer.  I  think  I  heard  Major  Eastman  ^ay,  after  the  Grow  Wing 
ale  took  place,  that  people  could  not  find  any  fault  with  this  sale, 
liter  that  had  been  sold  at  public  sale  and  only  brought  some  three 
md  a  half  cents  per  acre. 

Question  1000.  When  did  you  first  learn,  and  from  whom,  that  this 
'eflervation  was  to  be  sold? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  the  time ;  it  was  before  the  sale  was  made. 

Question  1001.  Prom  whom  did  you  learn  it? 

Answer.  It  was  talked  about  by  Mr.  Winslow,  a  gentleman  who 
'esides  at  St.  Paul,  and  who  has  built  hotels  at  St.  Paul  and  St.  An- 
hony. 

Question  1002.  Was  it  generally  known  at  Port  Snelling,  and  in  the 
ricinity,  that  the  reservation  was  to  be  sold,  prior  to  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  The  parties  interested  considered  it  a  private  matter,  and 
t  was  told  to  me  as  such.    I  do  not  think  it  was  generally  known. 

Question  1003.  Is  Mr.  Winslow  interested  in  its  purchase,  in  any 
vay? 

Answer.  That,  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Question  1004.  Was  Mr.  Winslow  the  only  person,  to  your  know- 
edge,  who  knew  the  sale  was  to  be  made? 

Answer.  I  cannot  remember  certainly  whether  he  was  the  only  one, 
>r  whether  I  was  told  by  two  or  three. 

Question  1005*.  Have  you  ever  dealt  in  real  estate,  to  any  extent, 
n  the  west? 

Answer.  I  have,  some  little. 

Question  1006.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  the  commis- 
lioners,  in  selling  the  military  reservation  at  $90,000,  exercised  a  sound 
liscretion  ? 

Answer.  My  opinion  would  not  be  worth  much  in  reference  to  that. 
[  think  it  would  have  brought  a  good  deal  more  at  the  time  if  it  had 
)een  held  up  at  public  sale — double  that  amount,  I  should  judge. 

Question  1007.  Why  do  you  think,  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public 
tale,  it  would  have  brought  double  the  amount? 

Aiiswer.  I  would  like  to  have  bought  half  of  it  myself,  at  that  price, 
ind  a  good  many  others  would.  A  portion  of  the  land  is  worth  a  good 
leal  of  money. 

Question  1008.  Is  it  or  not  the  fact  that  the  military  reservations 
rhich  have  heretofore  been  sold  by  the  government  have  not  brought 
Qore  than  the  minimum  price  of  the  public  lands. 

Answer.  I  believe  it  is. 

Question  1009.  Why,  then,  do  you  think  if  this  had  been  sold  pub- 
icly  it  would  have  been  an  exception  to  the  general  rule  ? 

Answer.  Prom  the  fact  that  the  location  is  better ;  that  the  country 
iround  it  is  considerably  settled,  which  makes  it  much  more  valuable. 
:t  is  not  like  the  sale  of 'a  piece  of  land  at  a  distance  from  settlements, 
rhere  are  several  large  towns  surrounding  it. 

Question  1010.  Is  it  not  a  &ct  that  when  the  public  lands  are  sold 
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there  are  generally  combinations  formed  which  prevent  them  from 
bringing  more  than  the  minimum  price — $1  25  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  is. 

Question  1011.  Would  it  not  have  been  as  easy  to  form  combina- 
tions at  Fort  Snelling  as  at  any  other  place  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1012.  Why  not? 

Answer.  Because  the  people  in  the  vicinity  were  men  of  means, 
and  would  all  like  to  have  bought  a  piece  of  that  ground.  There 
could  not  have  been  a  combination  of  that  kind  formed  there.  There 
were  too  many  distinct  parties,  who,  I  think,  would  not  have  gone  into 
a  combination  of  that  kmd.  It  would  take  a  majority  of  the  whole  to 
do  it. 

EocamincUion  by  Mr  FavUener. 

Question  1013.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  desired  to 
become  a  purchaser  of  that  property? 

Answer.  I  would  if  it  had  been  put  up  at  public  sale. 

Question  1014.  Is  there  any  land  at  all  in  that  section  of  the  comitry 
which,  for  mere  agricultural  purposes,  is  worth  $200  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  land  anywhere  is  worth  that  for 
that  purpose. 

Question  1015.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  portions  of  that  land 
were  worth  $200  per  acre.    What  would  give  such  a  value  to  it? 

Answer.  The  locality,  and  fitness  for  making  it  into  a  town. 

Question  1016.  Then,  it  is  upon  the  supposition  that  it  might  be 
made  a  town  site  that  you  attach  that  value  to  some  portions  of  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1017.  Has  the  location  at  Fort  Snelling  any  manufacturing 
advantctges  of  any  kind  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  except  that  it  lies  upon  a  river. 

Question  1018.  Are  there  any  falls  in  the  river? 

Answer.  Not  of  any  importance.  You  would  have  to  ditch  a  long 
way  to  bring  water  to  supply  a  manufacturing  establishment. 

Question  1019.  Has  it  any  conmiercial  or  navigable  advantages? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1020.  Is  the  navigation  open  between  St.  Paul  and  Si 
Anthony? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  there  are  falls.  Steamboats  can  go  to  Port  Snel- 
ling from  St.  Paul. 

Question  1021.  Throwing  out  of  view  entirely  the  aptitude  of  Fort 
Snelling  as  a  site  for  a  town  or  a  city,  what,  in  your  judgment,  for 
purely  agricultural  purposes,  would  be  the  value  of  that  land  per  acre? 

Answer.  I  should  say  fifteen  or  twenty  dollars. 

JExaminatum  by  Mr.  Pettii. 

Question  1022.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Minnesota  ? 
Answer.  I  should  say  about  ten  months. 
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Question  1023.  Is  the  opiniou  you  have  expressed  of  the  value  of 
the  reservation  based  upon  the  supposition  that  the  reservation  is  not 
now  practicable  for  the  establishment  of  a  town  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is. 

Question  1024.  Do  you  take  into  consideration  that  a  town  could 
be  built  there,  or  do  you  leave  that  consideration  out  ? 

Answer.  I  take  it  that  a  town  could  be  built  there  ;  but  I  do  not 
take  that  fact  into  consideration  when  I  say  I  think  the  reserve  is 
worth  fifteen  or  twenty  dollars  per  acre  ;  I  think  it  is  worth  more  if 
a  town  is  built  there. 

Question  1025.  And  without  reference  to  it  as  a  town  site,  is  not 
Fort  Snelling  greatly  appreciated  in  value,  from  its  access  to  both  the 
rivers,  Mississippi  and  Minnesota,  and  on  its  being  in  the  midst  of 
the  towns  of  St.  Paul,  Mendota,  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis  7 

Answer.  I  think  it  is. 

Question  1026,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Prom  your  knowledge  of  the  men 
and  means  in  your  vicinity,  do  you  think,  if  this  military  reservation 
had  been  offered  in  small  parcels,  there  would  have  been  any  combi- 
nation formed  so  that  the  price  obtained  would  not  have  been  greater 
than  that  which  was  realized  from  it  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would  have  been  very  hard  to  make  a  combina- 
tion ;  I  think  it  would  have  brought  double  what  it  did. 

Question  1027,  (by  Mr.  Paulkner.)  Had  not  lands  throughout  that 
whole  country,  in  June  last,  acquired  a  fictitious  value  beyond  their 
real  value,  from  a  spirit  of  speculation  ? 

Answer.  Lands  genei  ally  had  not ;  but  town  lots  in  and  about  the 
vicinity  of  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis,  I  think,  were  very 
high  ;  and  I  include  two  places  where  there  was  a  prospect  of  a  town 
site. 

Question  1028,  (by  Mr.  Paulkner.)  What  is  your  occupation  or  em- 
ployment in  life  ? 

Answer.  At  present,  nothing. 


O.  B.  Glitheball  sworn. 
ExamincUian  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1029.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  My  residence  for  the  last  two  years  has  been  in  St.  Paul, 

Question  1030.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  of  the  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at 
Port  Snelling? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  of  the  facts  of  the  sale,  except  what  I 
gathered  from  newspapers  and  from  current  report. 

Question  1031.  Have  you  a  knowledge  of  that  reservation? 

Answer.  I  have  a  pretty  good  knowledge  of  it,  having  rode  over  it 
frequently,  and  hunted  upon  it  occasionally. 

Question  1032.  Have  you  such  a  knowledge  of  its  value  as  to  enable 
you  to  put  a  price  upon  it  ? 
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Answer.  I  am  Batiefied  in  my  own  mind  what  I  wonid  give  for  it  if 
I  wanted  to  parchase. 

Question  1033.  What  wonld  yon  say  it  was  worth  in  Jnne  last? 
Answer.  $55,000  was  the  estimate  I  made  from  the  value  of  differ- 
ent portions  of  the  tract.  There  is  a  great  variety  in  the  quality  of 
that  land.  Some  of  it  is  very  sandy,  and  some  of  it  is  very  good  land. 
I  made  an  estimate  last  summer  of  what  the  gross  value  would  be, 
estimating  500  acres  here  and  1,000  acres  there,  &c.  The  aggregate 
of  the  v^ues  I  put  upon  the  several  portions  of  it  was,  I  think, 
$55,000. 

Question  1034.  You  were  acquainted  with  the  value  of  real  estate 
in  that  vicinity  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  purchasing  lands  throughout  the  Territory 
for  the  last  two  years.     My  time  has  been  employed  in  that  way. 

Question  1035.  Do  you  think  it  practicable  to  build  a  town  at  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  I  think  the  time  has  passed  when  it  was  practicable  to  do 
80.  I  think,  originally,  that  point  might  have  been  more  valuable  aa- 
a  town  site  than  St.  Paul.  But  there  are  now  two  large  towns  six  or 
eight  miles  above — St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis — and  St.  Paul,  six 
miles  below,  and  I  do  not  think  it  practicable  to  build  a  town  there 
now,  unless  one  possesses  a  very  large  amount  of  means  to  expend 
there  in  building  up  a  manufacturing  town.  But  a  person  might 
make  a  great  de^  more  money  in  other  ways  than  to  carry  out  tibat 
project. 

Question  1036.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  the  commit 
sioners,  in  selling  at  $90,000,  exercised  a  sound  discretion  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  that  that  was  more  money  than  it  would  sell  for 
in  any  other  manner  at  that  time  or  since. 

Question  1037,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  How  far  is  the  northern  Umit  of 
this  Fort  Snelling  reserve  from  Minneapolis  ? 
Answer.  I  should  suppose  about  six  miles. 

Question  1038,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Do  you  own  real  estate  in  St 
Paul? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question  1039,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Is  there  any  feeling  of  rivalry  at 
St.  Paul  against  Port  Snelling  as  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  there  is.  I  do  not  suppose  that  there  is 
one  man  in  a  hundred  who  gives  a  thought  to  its  being  a  rival. 


THUESDAY,  Pbbbuaby  11, 1858. 

Gten.  Wdtfield  Scott  sworn. 

HocamincUion  by  Mr.  FavUcner. 

Question  1040.  Will  you  favor  the  committee  vrith  your  opinion,  in 
a  military  point  of  view,  of  the  expediency  or  necessity  of  retaining 
Port  Snelling  as  a  depot  of  supply? 
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Answer.  I  consider  that  Fort  Snelling  may  yet  be  of  some  con- 
venience to  the  troops  on  that  frontier.  It  has  become  an  interior 
post,  inside  of  the  settlements,  and  is  no  longer  important  for  defence. 
Its  value  for  defensive  purposes  has  ceased-— ceased  from  the  moment 
our  population  extended  beyond  it.  It  remains,  however,  of  some 
little  utility  as  a  depot  for  storage,  being  at  the  head  of  the  navigable 
waters  of  the  Mississippi ;  I  mean  this  side  of  the  great  falls.  When 
Fort  Snelling  was  established,  in  1819  or  1820,  or  thereabouts,  it  was 
five  or  six  hundred  miles  within  the  Indian  country.  There  were 
two  objects  in  making  the  establishment:  the  first  was  to  exercise 
some  physical,  and,  still  more,  some  moral  restraint  upon  the  Indians 
immediately  beyond,  and  between  it  and  the  frontier  settlements^ 
which  then  did  not  extend  beyond  the  mouth  of  the  Des  Moines.  The 
other  object  was  to  keep  open  the  river  with  a  view  to  the  protection 
of  the  fur  traders. 

At  the  same  time  we  maintained  a  post  at  Prairie  du  Ghien,  where 
there  was  a  slight  frontier  settlement,  little  above  the  mouth  of  the 
Wisconsin ;  and  we  had  yet  another  post  further  below — ^Fort  Madi- 
son— below  the  mouth  of  the  Des  Moines,  I  think.  Again,  we  had 
another  intermediate  post,  called  Fort  Atkinson,  upon  some  stream 
flowing  into  the  Mississippi  between  Fort  Madison  and  Fort  Crawford, 
at  Prairie  du  Ghien ;  and  yet  another  post  on  the  Des  Moines  river. 
This  last  post  was  made  to  protect  the  frontier  settlements,  our  settle- 
ments having  then  extended  above  the  mouth  of  the  Des  Moines,  and 
some  distance  up  that  river.  The  moment  our  settlements  went  be- 
yond Fort  Madison,  it  was  abandoned  as  an  interior  post.  Fort  Craw- 
ford, at  Prairie  du  Chien,  again,  became  an  interior  post,  and  has  been 
abandoned  for  a  great  number  of  years,  for  that  reason.  Fort  Snelling 
has  very  recently,  and  within  three  or  four  years,  become  an  interior 
post,  inside  of  our  settlements,  and  a  considerable  distance  from  the 
edge  of  that  settlement — our  settlements  now  extending  some  con- 
siderable distance  beyond  Fort  Snelling. 

I  was  not  aware  until  very  recently — ^until  within  a  few  weeks,  or 
days  I  may  say — that  in  the  contract  of  sale  of  Fort  Snelling  a  reserva- 
tion had  been  made  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  continue  a 
garrison  there — ^I  believe  almost  indefinitely — ^I  think  as  long  as  the 
War  Department  might  deem  necessary.  Consequently,  the  post  is 
still  garrisoned,  a^d  probably  may  remain  garrisoned  until  we  can 
establish  a  depot  beyond.  The  Secretary  of  War  first  referred  that 
question  to  me  last  autumn,  whether  I  could  advantageously  and  con- 
veniently withdraw  the  garrison  during  the  last  autumn.  I  decided 
that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  do  so  before  the  next  season ;  and  I 
should  doubt  whether  we  should  be  able  to  do  it  very  eariy — scarcely 
till  next  autumn.  We  may  find  it  convenient  and  useful  to  retain  it 
up  to  the  next  autumn,  as  a  point  from  which  to  make  distribution 
and  send  supplies  to  the  more  advanced  posts — ^Fort  Ripley,  on  the 
Mississippi,  and  Fort  Bidgley,  on  the  Minnesota. 

Question  1041.  I  would  inquire  whether,  with  that  provision  in  the 
contract  to  which  you  have  alluded,  the  government  can  sustain  any 
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inconyenience  in  its  military  interests  from  the  recent  sale  of  that 
reservation  and  its  bnildings  ? 

Answer.  The  government  has  as  yet  sustained  no  inconvenience, 
and  I  consider  that  the  subject  is  very  much  in  my  hands  at  this 
moment.  It  was  referred  to  me  last  autumn  whether  I  would  abandon 
the  post  or  retain  it  for  some  little  time  to  come  ?  I  decided  that  it 
was  not  convenient  to  vacate  it  then.  If  the  question  were  put  to 
me  upon  the  opening  of  navigation,  perhaps  I  should  give  the  same 
decision  for  the  summer  until  we  can,  as  I  said  before,  establish  a  new 
depot  up  the  Minnesota  to  take  the  place  of  Port  Snelling.  As  yet  I 
am  very  sure  the  government  has  sustained  no  inconvenience  wha^ 
ever,  nor  do  I  see  that  it  can,  if  it  be  left  to  my  judgment,  as  it  is  at 
present.  I  should  not  suspect  myself  of  making  any  very  great 
mistake  in  that  matter.    It  is  very  much  in  my  hands. 

Question  1042.  You  regard  yourself,  then,  as  authorized  to  retain 
that  place  for  government  use  so  long  as  any  military  necessity 
requires  it? 

Answer.  The  authority  has  been  deputed  to  me,  and  I  have  no  idea 
that  the  authority  will  be  withdrawn  nrom  me.  I  apprehend  that  die 
Secretary  of  War  has  no  intention  to  do  so.  I  am  very  sure  the 
Secretary  of  War  will  not  withdraw  the  troops  from  that  point  with- 
out my  military  advice  in  that  matter.  I  may  be  at  liberty  to  advise 
the  Secretary  that  the  troops  may  be  withdrawn  by  the  next  automn, 
but  I  cannot  advise  so  far  in  advance. 

Question  1043,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Whenever  Port  Snelling  may  be 
abandoned,  will  there  be  a  necessity  for  establishing  another  militaiy 
depot  beyond  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  will  be.  We  are  extending  our  posts  np 
the  Minnesota  and  up  the  Mississippi  proper  towards  the  Bed  river 
of  the  North,  or  the  Blood  river,  as  the  Indians  call  it.  We  shall 
probably,  as  soon  as  these  Indian  wars  are  over  and  we  have  troops 
to  spare,  establish  a  post  within  fifty  or  sixty  miles  of  the  British 
frontier. 

Question  1044,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Will  it  then  be  necessary  and 
convenient  to  have  a  place  of  transhipment  at  or  near  Fort  SneUingT 

Answer.  Above.  On  account  of  the  falls  we  should  probably  quit 
the  Mississippi  and  go  up  the  Minnesota,  probably  150  miles,  or  a 
little  beyond  our  settlements,  but  near  enough  to  the  settlements  to 
protect  the  settlements  in  our  rear.  The  exact  point  has  not  yet 
been  definitely  fixed  upon,  but  I  think  it  will  be  130  or  150  miles  up 
the  Minnesota,  and  it  will  be  the  new  distributing  point  for  the  fron- 
tier and  across  to  the  Missouri.  The  highest  post  upon  the  Missouri 
now  is  Fort  Randall,  a  little  below  Fort  Pierre,  now  a  military  trading 
establishment. 

Question  1045,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  Was  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling  made 
upon  your  advice,  and  with  your  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  Neither.    I  knew  nothing  of  the  sale  until  it  was  made. 

Question  1046,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  Is  your  opinion  of  the  propriety  of 
this  sale  formed  on  the  consideration  that,  pursuant  to  the  contract 
between  the  commissioners  and  the  purchasers,  the  government  has 
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the  right  to  retain  this  property  in  its  discretion  as  if  no  sale  had 
been  made  ? 

Answer.  I  am  satisfied  that,  nnder  the  contract,  the  government 
may  continue  a  garrison  at  Fort  Snelling  almost  indefinitely.  I  do 
not  know  what  influence  that  provision  in  the  contract  had  in  inducing 
the  sale.  I  have  not  given  any  opinion  at  all  as  to  the  propriety  of 
the  sale.  It  was  never  submitted  to  me  in  any  form.  I  merely  said 
that  under  that  reservation  we  could  keep  the  troops  there  indefi- 
nitely, if  the  War  Department  should  think  proper.  That  power. for 
the  time  being  has  been  delegated  to  me,  and  I  do  not  see  that  I  shall 
advise  an  abandonment  of  the  post  earlier  than  next  auttmin,  and  I 
shall  not  advise  it  until  a  new  depot  is  established  higher  up. 

Question  1047,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  At  the  time  of  making  the  sale 
did  you,  as  a  military  matter,  deem  that  the  fort  was  in  a  condition 
then  to  be  abandoned  for  military  use  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would  have  been  quite  inconvenient  to  have 
abandoned  it  last  summer  or  last  autumn.  I  think  it  will  be  incon- 
venient to  abandon  it  next  spring,  and  perhaps  next  summer  ;  but  I 
think  that  by  next  autumn  we  can  have  a  new  depot  established  at 
some  point  high  up  the  Minnesota,  which  will  supersede  Fort  Snelling 
entirely,  even  as  a  place  for  storage.  Fort  Snelling  is  perfectly  use- 
less as  a  post  of  defence,  the  population  having  gone  far  beyond  it. 

General  Pebsifob  F.  Sicth  sworn. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Fatdkner, 

Question  1048.  Will  you  favor  the  committee  with  your  opinion, 
in  a  military  point  of  view,  of  the  propriety  or  expediency  of  further 
retaining  Fort  Snelling  as  a  point  of  supply  or  defence  ? 

Answer.  As  a  point  of  defence  its  value  has  entirely  gone.  It  is 
within  the  frontier.  As  a  point  of  depot  in  a  great  measure  its  value 
has  gone  too ;  I  think  myself  entirely  gone,  because  a  great  many 
supplies  can  be  got  further  towards  the  frontier  than  Fort  Snelling 
itself  is,  as  the  country  is  settled  up  the  Minnesota  from  a  hundred 
to  a  hundred  and  fifty  miles,  and  there  are  scattering  settlements  up 
the  Mississippi  about  a  hundred  miles.  The  value  of  a  depot  lies  in 
one  or  two  things — one,  whether  it  is  in  the  centre  of  a  large  pro- 
ducing region  in  which  you  could  collect  whatever  you  might  wish 
for  supplies,  in  order  to  distribute  them  through  the  country  ;  another 
would  be  a  depot  on  the  line  of  transportation  where,  arriving  at  the 
point  at  which  the  routes  of  transportation  separate,  you  have  tran- 
shipments to  make.  In  either  case  you  want  a  spot  in  which  you 
cotdd  deposit  your  stores,  either  in  their  collection,  or  preparatory  to 
distribution  in  order  to  spread  them  over  the  country  you  intend  to 
supply.  Fort  Snelling  some  years  ago  was  most  valuable  as  a  point  of 
defence.  It  was  well  situated,  and  the  frontiers  were  behind  it.  It 
would  arrest  the  enemy,  and  no  enemy  would  go  to  the  frontier  and 
leave  a  force  in  their  rear — a  thing  which  the  most  uncivilized  nations 
dislike  to  do.    But  as  a  depot  it  was  of  no  great  value,  because  there 
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were  not  other  points  of  defence  beyond  it.  It  was  a  depot  only  for 
its  own  particular  service,  and  not  of  the  country  immediately  aronnd 
it.  Now  there  are  posts  up  the  Mississippi  above  and  up  the  St 
Peter's,  and  those  posts  can  be  reached  by  the  same  means  of  trans- 

Sortation  which  bring  the  supplies  from  their  original  point  of  pro- 
uction — ^that  is,  a  steamboat  coming  from  St.  Paul  laden  with  pro- 
visions and  ordnance  stores,  or  any  supplies  for  troops,  is  not  obliged 
to  change  its  cargo  at  any  point  short  of  Fort  Bidgley,  if  going  up 
the  Minnesota,  cmd  is  only  obliged  to  tranship  them  to  get  aroimd 
the  falls  of  St.  Anthony,  if  going  up  the  Mississippi  to  Fort  Ripley. 
Therefore  there  is  no  need  of  a  depot  at  the  junction  of  those  two 
rivers,  because  it  does  not  answer  either  of  those  suppositions  I  have 
made — that  is,  the  necessity  of  changing  the  mode  of  transportation,  or 
the  necessity  of  passing  around  the  obstacles  by  portage,  or  something 
equivalent  thereto,  such  as  by  a  canal  or  railroad.  It  has  lost,  in  fact^ 
its  value  either  as  a  place  of  defence  or  as  a  depot,  in  consequence 
of  the  advance  of  settlements. 

Question  1049.  Is  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi  open  as  high  as 
Fort  Ripley? 

Answer.  A  small  class  of  boats,  at  high  water,  go  up  from  the  falk. 
My  own  opinion,  however,  has  been,  that  the  proper  mode  of  trans- 
porting supplies  for  all  that  region  is  by  Lake  Superior,  by  Pond  dn 
Lac.  There  are  two  objections  to  river  navigation — one  is  that  it  is 
frozen  up  during  the  whole  winter,  and  in  the  summer  the  water  is  bo 
low  as  to  render  the  navigation  difficult  and  dangerous.  Boats  are 
afraid  to  go  up  for  fear  of  being  unable  to  return.  The  same  difficulty 
may  occur  in  the  lake  navigation  in  the  winter  that  obstructs  river 
navigation ;  but  in  the  summer  you  can  at  any  time  take  supplies  from 
Buffalo,  Detroit,  Cleveland,  Chicago,  or  fix)m  any  of  the  towns  which 
border  upon  the  lakes,  to  the  northwestern  extremity  of  Lake  Supe- 
rior, by  the  largest  class  of  steamers  which  can  pass  the  canal  at 
Sault  Sainte  Marie,  and  at  Fond  du  Lac  you  are  about  upon  a  range 
with  the  line  of  posts  now  established  near  Pembina,  and  those  lower 
posts,  such  as  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  1050,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Have  you  visited  those  regions? 

Answer.  I  have  not.  The  part  west  of  the  Mississippi  lies  in  the 
department  I  command.  I  have  studied  it  only  as  a  part  of  my  com- 
mand, with  a  view  of  examining  into  its  mode  of  supply  of  troops,  and 
without  reference  to  the  particular  point.  I  have  no  personal  know- 
ledge of  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  1051,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Were  you  consulted  or  advised  as 
to  the  propriety  of  this  sale? 

Answer.  I  was  not.  I  do  not  know  that  I  was  in  command  at  that 
moment.  In  fact,  I  do  not  know  at  what  time  the  sale  was  ordered. 
I  heard  of  it  first  last  year,  when  I  was  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  in  Kansas. 
The  subject  was  never  before  me  in  any  shape*  I  took  conunand  of 
that  western  department  in  July,  1856. 
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Thomas  Moxcube  sworn  : 
Examinaiion  by  Mr.  FcmUmer. 

Question  1052.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Port 
Snelling? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  was  engaged  in  surveying  and  laying  off  the 
reserve. 

Question  1053.  How  long  were  you  so  engaged? 

Answer.  Three  months. 

Question  1054.  Have  you  a  sufficient  knowledge  of  the  tract  of  land 
embraced  in  the  Port  Snelling  reserve  to  give  to  this  committee  an 
inteUigent  description  of  it,  and  an  estimate  of  its  value  ? 

Answer.  Not  all  of  it.  I  have  been  over  two  or  three  miles  around 
the  fort.  That  portion  of  it  is  good  average  land.  But  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  marsh  land  contained  even  in  that.  I  made  a  map  of 
the  entire  reserve  from  the  old  notes  of  survey.  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
marsh  on  the  tract,  and  two  lakes  on  one  side,  covering  a  good  deal  of 
land. 

Question  1055.  Are  you  able  to  state,  from  your  survey  of  the  land, 
how  much  of  it  is  in  marsh  or  swamp  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  am  not. 

Question  1056.  Can  you  inform  us  how  much  of  it  you  surveyed? 

Answer.  About  2,000  acres. 

Question  1057.  That  portion  of  it  contiguous  to  the  fort? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir ;  it  contained  the  fort  buildings,  and  the  land  up 
the  Mississippi,  about  a  mile  above  the  fort,  then  running  across  to 
the  St.  Peter's,  about  two  miles  above  the  fort. 

Question  1058.  In  addition  to  the  land  you  surveyed,  have  you  a 
general  idea  of  the  character  of  the  whole  tract? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  part  about  the  fort  is  the  best  part  of  the 
land. 

Question  1059.  Will  you  express  to  the  committee  your  opinion  of 
what  is  the  value,  per  acre,  or  in  gross,  of  that  tract  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  price  paid  for  it  is  its  full  value  ;  if  I  had  been 
the  purchaser,  I  would  not  have  paid  that  much  for  it ;  I  do  not  stip- 
pose  anybody  could  make  that  much  out  of  it,  except  the  men  who 
have  it. 

Question  1060.  How  do  you  suppose  the  men  who  have  it  will  be 
able  to  make  that  ? 

Answer.  They  are  men  of  large  means,  who  are  able  to  devote  a 
good  deal  of  money  to  it,  which  unless  they  do,  they  cannot  realize 
the  price  paid  ;  besides,  some  of  these  men  are  directors  in  railroad 
companies,  and  by  that  means  they  may  bring  railroads  there,  which 
otherwise  would  not  come  there. 

Question  1061.  Is  your  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  that  land  based 
tipon  the  supposition  that  it  is  to  be  used  for  merely  agricultural 
purposes? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  such  land  in  Virginia  would  not  sell  for  more 
than  $7  per  acre. 

Question  1062.  What  would  be  its  value  out  there  ? 

Answer.  I  should  regard  land  in  Virginia,  of  the  same  quality,  more 
valuable  on  account  of  being  near  market,  and  on  account  of  the 
market  being  better ;  I  would  not  give  $7  per  acre  for  the  tract 
throughout. 

Question  1063.  By  whom  were  you  employed  to  survey  this  land? 

Answer.  By  Dr.  Qraham. 

Question  1064.  At  what  time  was  this  survey  executed  by  you? 

Answer.  I  went  out  there  on  the  1 2th  of  August,  and  finished  on 
the  12th  of  November. 

Question  1065.  Had  you  been  residing  in  Minnesota  previous  ta 
that  time  ? 

Answer.  Ye^  sir. 

ExamifuUion  by  Mr.  MorriU. 

Question  1066.  Who  are  the  men  who  are  interested  in  the  Fort 
Snelling  purchase  who  are  also  railroad  directors  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Steele  is  one,  and,  I  think,  Mr.  Chute  and  Mr.  Wells 
are  also  interested  and  are  railroad  directors. 

Question  1067.  Are  Mr.  Chute  and  Mr.  Wells  both  interested  in 
that  reserve  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  they  are  ;  I  am  sure  they  are. 

Question  1068.  What  reason  have  you  for  supposing  they  are? 

Answer..  They  were  down  there  with  Mr.  Steele,  and  had  some 
direction  in  the  matter ;  I  am  not  certain  whether  Mr.  Chute  is  in- 
terested or  not,  but  I  think  I  heard  Mr.  Steele  say  he  was. 

Question  1069.  Did  you  ever  hear  Dr.  Graham,  or  any  other  party 
than  Mr.  Steele,  say  they  had  an  interest  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1070.  From  what  you  heard  Mr.  Steele  say,  and  from  jonr 
own  observation  of  their  deportment  and  management  while  tliere 
with  you  in  surveying,  you  judged  that  they  were  interested  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  judged  so  from  my  observation.  I  am  not 
sure  whether  Mr.  Steele  said  they  were  interested. 

Question  1071.  What  was  the  size  of  the  lots  you  laid  off  T 

Answer.  A  portion  of  them  65  by  50,  and  most  of  the  others  50  by 
140. 

Question  1072.  Have  any  sales  been  made  at  the  fort  of  these  lots? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  that  I  know  of. 

Question  1073.  Do  you  know  at  what  price  they  are  held  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  1074.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  I  went  there  last  spring. 

Question  1075.  Before  the  sale  was  made  ?  ' 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1076.  Do  vou  know  the  price  of  farming  lands  between 
St.  Paul  and  Fort  Snelling  ? 
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Answer.  I  know  what  the  lands  were  held  at.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  sales. 

Question  1077.  What  were  they  held  at? 

Answer.  I  understood  they  were  held  at  about  $100  per  acre. 

Question  1078.  For  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  They  were  held  in  anticipation  of  building  a  town  all 
along  up  the  river.  There  is  very  little  of  it  cultivated  at  all.  There 
is  very  little  land  there  that  would  be  worth  $100  per  acre  for  pur» 
poses  of  cultivation. 

Question  1079.  What  is  your  opinion  of  Fort  Sdelling  as  a  town 
site? 

Answer.  If  the  men  who  have  purchased  succeed  in  getting  three 
or  four  railroads  to  centre  there  I  think  it  will  become  an  average 
town  ;  but  there  is  no  back  country  to  support  a  large  town.  There 
is  no  agricultural  population  or  country  to  speak  of  north  of  that. 

Question  1080,  rtjy  Mr.  Pettit.)  The  region  above  that,  of  the  same 
quality  of  the  lana,  admits  of  ctdtivation,  does  it  not? 

Answer.  I  travelled  up  as  far  as  Montalbo,  and  that  portion  of 
country  I  do  not  think  is  good.  It  is  generally  prairie,  with  oak 
openings,  and  looks  sterile.  Further  north  than  that  I  have  learned 
is  more  sterile  still. 

Question  1081,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Has  that  location  any  manufac- 
turing advantages— any  waterfalls  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  falls  of  Minnehaha  might  be  converted  into 
manufacturing  purposes.  The  stream,  I  suppose,  discharges  about 
half  a  million  gallons  per  hour.  I  do  not  know,  however,  that  it  is 
their  intention  to  convert  it  into  manufacturing  purposes.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  continues  through  the  summer  or  not.  It  did  through 
last  summer. 

J.  Traverse  Bosser  sworn. 

JExamiMXItum  hy  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  1082.  Do  you  reside  in  Minnesota ;  and  if  so,  how  long 
have  you  resided  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  reside  there  and  have  been  residing  there  since 
the  22d  of  June,  1853. 

Question  1083.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  with  tiie  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question  1084.  Are  you  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  tract  of 
land  embraced  within  tiiat  reserve  to  enable  you  to  express  to  this 
ccmimittee  an  intelligent  opinion  as  to  its  value  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  on  the  tract  a  great  many  times,  but  I  have 
never  looked  upon  it  as  valuable,  except  for  farming  purposes. 

Questian  1085.  Will  you  describe  the  character  of  the  soil  7 

Answer.  When  I  talk  of  farming  purposes,  I  only  allude  to  the  fact 
that  some  part  of  it  is  of  better  qi^ty  than  the  land  in  the  adjoining 
country.    I  do  not  consider  that  Fort  Snelling  will  ever  make  a  town. 
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of  cooTBe,  in  a  very^ort  time  it  would  be  worth  $1,000  per  acre% 
But,  recJIy,  I  think  it  is  mere  dream-land  in  that  connexion. 


UxandncUicn  by  Mr.  MorrSl. 

Question  1090.  Do  you  reside  at  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1091.  Do  you  own  real  estate  there? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1092.  Have  you  been  in  the  way  of  dealing  in  real  estate, 
more  or  less? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  have  purchased,  and  hold  on. 

Question  1093.  Do  you  know  how  you  came  to  be  summoned  here? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Dr.  Graham  saw  me  and  wished  that  I  should 
be  summoned  here.  He  is  an  old  friend  and  acquaintance  of  mine,  in 
Minnesota. 

Question  1094.  While  you  were  in  St..  Paul  last  siunmer,  did  you 
have  any  reason  for  knowing  that  if  these  lands  had  been  sold  at  pub- 
lic sale,  there  would  have  been  a  combination  to  have  purchased  liiem 
at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  If  any  stranger  had  come  there,  they  would,  in 
all  probability,  have  found  out  whether  he  came  to  purchase  the  land ; 
they  would  have  found  how  much  he  intended  to  purchase,  and  how 
much  he  was  willing  to  give  per  acre ;  and  they  would  have  allowed 
him  to  come  into  their  arrangement,  if  he  would  not  interfere  with 
the  combination. 

Question  1095.  Have  you  any  facts  that  justify  you  in  believing  that 
such  a  combination  would  have  been  made? 

Answer.  Only  this — ^that  such  combinations  have  always  been  suc- 
ceesful.  I  can  state  further,  that  I  have  heard  persons — ^I  cannot 
mention  names — state  frequently  that  such  a  combination  would  take 
place ;  and  I  know  the  further  fact,  that  such  combinations  in  that 
rcigion  have  never  been  interfered  with. 

Question  1096.  Considering  the  number  of  persons  living  in  St. 
Paul,  do  you  think  it  possible,  if  the  reserve  had  been  sold  in  small 
parcels,  for  a  combination  to  have  been  made,  which  would  have 
brought  down  the  price,  at  public  sale,  to  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
acre? 

Witness.  What  do  you  mean  by  small  parcels? 

^r.  McrrHU,  Of  forty  acres,  or  ten  acres. 

Answer.  K  it  had  been  sold  in  tracts  of  ten  acres,  or  five  acres, 
perhaps  such  a  combination  could  not  have  taken  place.  But  it  would 
if  it  had  been  sold  in  tracts  of  fifty  or  sixty  acres,  and  I  think,  per- 
haps, if  sold  in  even  smaller  tracts. 

Question  1097.  What  do  I  understand  you  to  say  is  the  rate  of  in- 
terest in  your  Territory  ? 

Answer.  Since  I  have  been  there — since  1853,  two  and  a  half  per 
cent,  a  month  has  been  considered  a  low  rate  of  interest. 

Question  1098.  In  making  a  purchase,  then,  you  woi^d  have  con-^ 
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sidered  it  a  very  decided  advantage  to  have  had  a  credit  of  one  aud 
two  years  upon  two-thirds  the  purchase  money  ? 

Answer.  That  would  depend  altogether  upon  what  I  considered  the 
value  of  the  property.  As  a  matter  of  course,  if  I  considered  it  a 
good  investment,  I  would  give  2^  per  cent,  to  make  the  investment. 

Question  1099.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  would  not  give 
more  than  seven  or  eight  dollars  per  acre  for  the  land  at  the  present 
prices  of  money.  Would  you  have  given  more  if  you  could  have  had 
it  on  credit  ? 

Answer.  I  stated,  awhile  ago,  that  I  would  not  give  more  than  seven 
or  eight  dollars  per  acre  as  a  speculation  at  the  present  prices  of 
money  in  that  Territory.  I  might  have  given  more  than  that  if  I 
could  have  borrowed  the  money  in  the  east  at  six  or  ten  per  cent,  per 
annum. 

Question  1100.  How  much  more? 

Answer.  Really  I  do  not  think  I  would  have  paid  more  than  the 
government  got — eleven  dollars  per  acre. 

Question  1101.  Your  people  at  St.  Paul  have  no  idea  that  there 
will  ever  be  a  rival  town  buUt  up  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  seen  a  person  who  thought  so. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  What  State  were  you  appointed  secre- 
tary of  Minnesota  from  ? 

Answer.  Prom  Virginia- 
Question  1102,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Did  you  have  any  conversation 
with  your  friend  Dr.  Graham  when  he  went  out  there  to  purchase 
this  property  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  a  word  about  the  purchase  until  after  it  had 
been  made. 

Question  1103,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Where  did  you  have  the  conver- 
sation with  him  to  which  you  alluded  a  moment  ago  ? 

Answer.  At  Brown's  Hotel,  in  this  city,  where  both  of  us  were 
stopping.  I  have  not  been  very  intimate  with  Dr.  Graham.  I  know 
him  merely  as  an  acquaintance  I  made  in  Minnesota. 

Question  1104,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  In  the  conversation  you  allude  to, 
you  then  expressed,  for  the  first  time,  that  this  property  was  worth 
no  more  than  it  was  sold  for  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  the  first  time  or  not. 


MONDAY,  Pbbruary  15,  1858. 
General  Jesup  recalled. 

JSxamination  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  1105.  In  vour  former  examination  you  had  not  the  statis- 
tics to  answer  some  of  the  interrogatories  propounded.  Can  you  now 
inform  us  what  would  be  the  annual  expense  to  the  government  of 
maintaining  Port  Snelling  as  a  military  depot  ? 
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Answer.  I  have  not,  since  I  was  before  you  before,  had  time  to 
think  of  the  subject,  as  I  have  been  incessantly  occupied.  I  could 
make  an  estimate.  It  would  be  about  the  same  that  it  would  cost 
anywhere  else.  The  advantage  Port  Snelling  would  have  would  be 
that  we  have  storehouses  already  there,  and  the  pastures  also  are 
there  for  the  animals  for  the  trains. 

Question  1106.  K  maintained  as  a  military  depot,  would  it  not  be 
necessary  to  have  at  least  one  company  stationed  there  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  but  you  must  have  a  considerable  number  of  em- 
ployees. The  class  of  men  we  now  get  into  the  public  service  are 
mostly  ignorant  Germans  and  Irishmen,  whom  we  cannot  trust,  and 
we  have  to  employ  others.  I  suppose  the  employees  of  the  army,  all 
over  the  Union,  must  cost  about  a  million  of  dollars  annually.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  have  any  troops  there  now.  Formerly  it  was  im- 
portant, because  it  controlled  the  Winnebagoes,  the  Ghippewas,  the 
Sioux,  Ac.  It  is  not  necessary  now  except  as  a  depot  to  receive  sup- 
plies ;  but  even  those  supplies  we  could  now  place  at  St.  Paul,  the 
head  of  navigation,  and  when  the  river  was  up,  take  them  up  the 
Minnesota,  or  up  to  the  northern  frontier  by  land.  No  post  upon  the 
northern  frontier  has  yet  been  established,  but  one  is  to  be  established 
at  Pembina.    To  that  place  transportation  would  be  by  land. 

Question  1107.    Have  you  had  your  attention  drawn  to  the  ex- 

f)ediency  of  supplying  the  northwestern  region  of  posts  through  the 
akes  by  Fond  du  Lac? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  that  will  be  the  route  ultimately,  though 
the  distance  would  be  greater ;  but  until  roads  are  made  in  that  direc- 
tion it  would  be  impossible  to  use  it.  There  would  be  this  disadvan- 
tage attending  it:  in  the  case  of  hostility  with  Great  Britain,  that 
whole  line  would  be  exposed  to  a  flank  attack.  In  a  military  point  of 
view,  it  would  be  better  to  take  supplies  from  a  central  point  to  the 
frontier,  than  along  the  frontier  itseli. 

I  cannot  tell  you  the  amount  that  would  be  expended  annually  at 
Port  Snelling ;  but  it  would  have  the  advantage  of  already  having 
storehouses,  and  pastures  where  broken  down  animals  could  be  put 
out  to  pasture  that  they  might  recover.  We  often  find  it  better  to 
pasture,  and  thereby  recover  broken  down  animals,  than  to  sell  them. 
We  can  do  that  at  half  the  expense  we  would  be  to  if  we  sold  them 
and  replaced  by  purchase. 

Question  1108.  What  is  the  annual  cost  of  supporting  a  company  at 
one  of  those  forts? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell.  I  have  not  had  time  since  I  was  here  to 
think  of  the  subject. 

Question  1109.  Can  you  inform  us  what  military  reserves  have  been 
•sold  by  the  government  within  the  last  twenty  years? 

Answer.  There  was  one  in  Louisiana — Fort  Jesup— of  about 
twenty  thousand  acres,  which  was  sold.  There  was  another — ^Port 
Winnebago— of  about  four  thousand  acres,  which  was  sold ;  and  still 
another — ^Port  Dearborn,  at  Chicago — ^which  was  sold  under  the  di- 
rection of  the  War  Department.  That  at  Port  Jesup  sold  at  $3  47 
per  acre ;  that  at  Port  Winnebago  at  a  little  less  than  $5  50  per  acre. 
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upon  the  number  of  troops  to  be  supplied  and  the  number  of  forces 
to  be  employed  upon  the  frontier.  I  think  some  twenty  employes 
would  be  sufficient  for  that  fort  now,  held  simply  as  a  depot. 

Question  1116.  What,  comparatively,  would  be  the  expense  of 
maintaining  Fort  Snelling  as  a  military  depot,  if  still  held  by  the  gov- 
ernment, and  the  cost  of  making  the  same  military  provisions  from 
the  same  point  by  other  means,  in  the  event  of  Fort  Snelling  being 
sold? 

Answer.  It  would  save  the  storage  and  pasturage,  very  little  other. 
I  suppose  it  would  diminish  the  expense  one-half. 

Question  1117.  At  what  time  was  the  Fort  Dearborn  reservation 
sold? 

Answer.  I  think  about  twenty  years  ago ;  I  do  not  remember  the 
exact  time.     It  is  a  matter  of  history. 

Question  1118.  Why  may  not  the  same  cautious  means  you  have 
referred  to  in  making  the  sale  of  that  reservation  be  used  with  ad* 
vantage  elsewere,  and  what  reason  is  there  against  adopting  the  same 
mode? 

Answer.  No  reason.  I  can  answer  for  myself,  that  I  was  not  charged 
with  the  sale  of  Fort  Winnebago.  I  thought  the  officer  charged  with 
the  sale  ought  to  have  stopped  the  sale  in  order  to  defeftt  the  combi- 
nation, but  he  did  not  do  it.  I  thought  the  same  means  might  be 
taken  in  regard  to  any  of  those  posts,  and  unless  extraordinary  means 
are  taken  combinations  will  be  sure  to  be  made. 

Question  1119.  Would  not  the  same  means  used  in  the  sale  of  Fort 
Dearborn  reservation,  if  employed  elsewhere,  always  realize  a  full 
price  for  the  property  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so. 

Question  1120.  And  is  there  no  other  mode  by  which  combinations 
can  be  defeated? 

Answer.  The  only  mode  is  to  divide  the  property  as  I  divided  it  at 
Port  Howard,  and  affix  a  minimum  price,  below  which  no  land  should 
be  sold.     But  there  I  did  not  get  a  bid. 

Question  1121.  What  was  the  mode  adopted  by  yourself,  under  the 
authority  of  the  War  Department,  for  the  sale  of  Fort  Howard? 

Answer.  I  had  the  property  divided  into  lots  and  a  minimum  valua- 
tion fixed  to  each  lot— I  do  not  remember  what  it  was — below  which 
no  sale  was  to  take  place ;  but  not  a  bid  was  obtained.  That  was 
during  Jefferson  Davis'  administration  of  the  War  Department,  but  I 
cannot  tell  the  particular  year.  That  property  is  still  held  by  the 
government. 

Question  1122.  Is  not  the  population  now  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort 
Snelling  greater  than  the  population  surrounding  Fort  Dearborn  at 
the  time  of  that  sale? 

Answer.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  what  the  population  around 
Port  Dearborn  was.  There  is  a  large  population  about  Fort  Snelling. 
St.  Paul  is  not  more  than  six  or  eight  miles  from  it,  I  understand. 
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Be'€Qcamination  by  Mr.  Fatilkner. 

Question  1123.  By  what  calculation  do  you  reach  a  resiJt  that  the 
retention  of  Fort  Snelling  would  save  one  half  of  the  expense  of  trans- 
porting supplies  to  the  west,  as  stated  in  a  previous  answer? 

Answer.  I  meant  the  mere  expenses  at  the  post,  and  not  the  ex- 
pense of  transportation.     The  transportation  would  be  the  same. 

Question  1124.  Do  I  understand  you,  in  the  course  of  your  testi- 
mony, as  having  expressed  any  opinion  at  all  as  to  the  propriety  of 
this  exercise  of  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  War  in  the  sale  of  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Secretary  acted  with  the  best 
intention  for  the  public  service,  but  I  think  he  was  deceived  by  the 
report.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  him  upon  the  subject 
trntil  after  I  was  examined  before  this  committee. 

Question  1125.  Are  you  aware  that,  by  the  terms  of  that  contract, 
the  right  has  been  reserved  to  the  United  States  to  retain  it  for  mili- 
tary purposes  so  long  as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  choose  to  retain  it? 

Answer.  I  am  not.     The  contract  itself  will  show  that. 

Question  1126.  If  such  be  th^  character  of  the  contract,  does  not 
the  government  thereby  reserve  to  itself  all  the  benefits  as  a  govern- 
ment which  can  arise  from  retaining  it  as  a  military  post? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question  1127.  In  your  report  of  November  16,  1854,  you  speak  of 
the  following  reservations :  Fort  Howard,  Fort  Snelling,  Fort  Craw- 
ford and  Rock  island.  Please  to  state  how  many  of  those  reservations 
have  been  sold  or  disposed  of  in  any  form,  and  which  of  them  are 
retained  by  the  government? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Rice  was 'charged  with  some  disposition  of  the 
property  at  Prairie  du  Chien — ^Fort  Crawford^ — ^but  I  think  there  has 
been  a  suit  and  that  the  government  has  been  ousted  there,  and  I 
understand  that  a  family  occupying  one  of  the  buildings  has  beeD 
<lirected  to  remove.  I  think  the  government  has  lost  ^e  title  by  a 
decision  of  one  of  the  courts  of  Wisconsin.  I  do  not  know  it  officiallT, 
but  I  have  no  doubt  they  have  lost  the  title.  The  government  still 
retains  Fort  Howard  on  Rock  island. 

Question  1128.  Are  you  enabled  to  st^te  the  respective  quantities 
of  land  attached  to  each  of  those  four  military  reservations,  or  which 
you  believed  to  be  attached  to  them  in  1854,  and  the  value  of  each 
reservation,  according  to  the  opinion  you  then  entertained  ? 

Answer.  I  consider  the  value  of  the  reservation  at  Rock  island,  if 
divided  into  lots,  equal  to  that  of  the  city  property  upon  each  side  rf 
it.  I  look  upon  it  as  immensely  valuable  property.  It  has  all  been 
seized  upon.  I  believe  the  War  Department  has  endeavored  to  get 
the  squatters  off.  They  have  gone  on  and  cut  off  timber  to  the  value 
of  several  thousand  dollars. 

Question  1129.  Can  you  give  an  approximate  estimate  of  the  value 
of  Rock  island  reservation  ? 
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Answer.  It  should  not  be  sold  at  less  than  $100  per  acre.  There 
are  six  or  seven  hundred  acres  of  it. 

Question  11-30,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Is  Fort  Armstrong,  on  Bock  island, 
necessary  now  as  a  military  depot  ? 

Answer.  Not  at  all.  It  is  the  best  place  in  the  western  country  as 
a  military  arsenal  and  depot,  because  it  has  advantages  of  transporta- 
tion which  no  other  depot  has.  It  is  not  as  near  the  frontier  as  Fort 
Snelling  is.  It  is  as  near  the  western  frontier,  perhaps,  as  Fort 
Snelling. 

Question  1131,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Do  you  know  any  reason  why 
Bock  island  has  not  been  sold  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  once  had  orders  under  Mr.  Fillmore's 
administration  to  sell  it,  but  the  order  was  countermanded. 

Question  1132,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  State  your  estimate  of  the  value 
of  Fort  Howard  and  the  land  adjoining  it. 

Answer.  I  consider  a  portion  of  Fort  Howard  very  valuable  as 
town  lots.  They  should  be  worth  from  fifty  to  one  hundred  dollars 
each,  and  any  portion  of  the  land  should  be  worth  from  five  to  ten 
dollars  an  acre. 

Question  1133,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  What,  in  your  judgment,  would 
be  the  value  of  Fort  Crawford  and  the  reservation,  supposing  it  to 
belong  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  the  value  of  the  town  part. 
The  whole  of  it  will  probably  be  laid  out  in  town  lots  and  sold  as 
such,  but  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  the  value  of  them.  I  have 
put  a  high  estimate  upon  it  myself,  and  am  of  opinion  that  it  should 
not  be  sold  at  less  than  $100  an  acre.  But  with  a  disputed  title  it 
would  not  be  worth  much. 

Fbanklin  Steele  sworn. 
Examination  by  Mr.  FavUcner. 

Question  1134.  Will  you  state  if  you  are  one  of  the  joint  owners 
and  purchasers  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question  1135.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  that  section  of 
country? 

Answer.  About  nineteen  years  on  the  reservation. 

Question  1136.  Will  you  state  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  con- 
nected with  your  purchase  of  that  property  from  the  commissioners 
of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  On  the  arrival  of  the  commissioners  there,  or  prior  to 
their  arrival,  on  the  arrival  of  Major  Eastman  as  surveyor,  I  learned 
that  the  government  contemplated  the  sale,  and  myself,  in  connexion 
with  two  others,  made  preparations  for  its  purchase,  in  case  it  could 
be  purchased.  We  did  not  then  know  whether  it  would  be  sold  at 
public  or  private  sale.  In  the  course  of  time  the  commissioners 
arrived  there  for  the  purpose  of  making  sale.  After  they  had  been 
there  for  some  time,  (I  do  not  recollect  how  long,)  I  received  a  joint 
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note  from  them  inquiring  whether  I  had  an  offer  to  make  for  the 
purchase  of  the  reserve.  I  responded  by  making  an  offer  of  $75,000, 
which  they  rejected,  intimating  that  they  would  take  $90,000.  I 
then  renewed  my  offer  at  $90,000,  which  they  accepted.  I  then 
entered  into  a  written  contract  with  these  gentlemen  for  the  purchase, 
which  was  signed  by  them  and  by  myself;  which  was,  I  beUeve, 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  was  approved  by  him,  d 
which  fact  I  was  informed  and  called  upon  to  make  the  payment  pre- 
scribed in  the  contract.  I  came  on  and  made  the  pajrment,  and 
received  a  copy  of  the  original  contract,  countersigned  or  approTcd 
by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Question  1137.  Did  you,  in  purchasing  this  property  at  $90,000, 
make  the  purchase  subject  to  the  understanding  that  you  were  to 
arrange  and  settle  with  the  owners  of  improvements  on  the  reserva- 
tion for  any  amount,  and  if  so,  state  what  amount  you  were  to  pay? 

Answer.  There  were  inquiries  made  by  the  commissioners  as  to 
whether  there  were  owners  of  improvements  on  the  reservation ;  in 
reply,  I  informed  them  that  I  had  purchased  all  the  improvements 
then  on  the  reservation,  other  than  those  belonging  to  the  government. 

Question  1138.  What  was  the  estimated  value  of  the  improvements 
made  by  private  individuals  on  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  recollect  distinctly  what  were  the  improvements ; 
I  think  my  own  were  estimated  at  about  $8,000  or  $10,000  ;  I  think 
those  I  had  purchased  were  estimated  at  about  $6,000  or  $8,000. 

Question  1139.  In  that  portion  of  the  contract  in  which  it  is  agreed 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  hold  possession  of  the  public  build- 
ings on  the  reservation,  so  long  as  he  might  deem  necessary,  for 
military  purposes,  did  you  regard  it  as  conferring  upon  that  officer 
the  right  to  retain  it  indefinitely,  as  long  as  the  interests  of  the  gov- 
ernment require  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Question  1140.  What  is  your  view  of  the  intention  of  that  clause 
in  the  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  inferred  from  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of  War  pro- 
posed to  sell  the  reservation,  that  it  was  no  longer  required  for 
military  purposes,  and  that  the  time  required  was  only  for  the  removal 
of  the  stores  and  government  property  at  the  fort ;  there  was  no 
specific  understanding  between  the  commissioners  and  myself,  in 
regard  to  the  time,  nor  is  there  any  specific  time  mentioned  in  the 
contract ;  it  gives,  as  I  understand  it,  sufficient  time  to  remove  the 
government  property  without  detriment  to  the  public  service. 

Question  1141.  Had  you  any  conversations  or  interviews  with  the 
commissioners  of  the  government,  and  if  so,  state  what  passed  between 
you  cmd  the  commissioners. 

Answer.  None  other  than  that  I  made  inquiry  of  Major  Eastman, 
one  of  the  commissioners,  before  his  appointment  as  such,  whether 
the  property  was  to  be  sold  at  public  pr  private  sale,  and  in  what 
quantities  ^  Major  Eastman  was  then  an  engineer  of  the  government, 
but  not  a  commissioner  for  the  sale  of  this  reservation. 
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ExamtncUion  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1142.  Had  you  a  knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  this 
sale  was  to  be  made  prior  to  the  reception  of  the  note  of  which  you 
speak,  from  the  commissioners  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  none  other  than  the  information  derived  from 
Major  Eastman  ;  I  think  he  intimated  that  it  would  be  sold  at  public 
auction  ;  I  think  from  the  arrangement  made  by  me  with  my  friends 
that  he  must  have  contemplated  that  mode  of  sale,  and  I  think  I  must 
have  had  the  information  from  him. 

Question  1143.  Was  the  arrangement  of  which  you  speak  made 
prior  to  your  knowledge  of  the  appointment  of  the  commissioners  of 
the  government  to  make  the  sale,  or  subsequent. 

Answer.  Prior  to  my  knowledge  of  their  appointment. 

Question  1144.  With  whom  did  you  make  this  arrangement  to  pur* 
chase  the  reserve  ? 

Answer.  With  Dr.  Graham,  of  Virginia. 

Question  1145.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  whether  you  were  in- 
formed by  the  commissioners,  before  you  made  your  offer,  that  the 
property  would  be  offered  to  you  first,  and  to  none  others  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

Question  1146.  Were  you  or  not  informed,  before  the  purchase 
was  made,  that  you  were  to  have  the  property  offered  to  you  before 
proposals  would  be  made  to  any  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

Question  1147.  Did  you  regard  the  price  paid  by  you,  and  those 
interested  with  you  for  that  property,  as  a  fair  price  for  it,  with  a 
view  of  investment  for  a  speculation  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  1148.  If  I  understand  it,  the  parties  who  were  interested 
with  you  at  the  time  of  the  purchase  were  Mr.  Mather,  Dr.  Graham, 
and  yourself? 

Answer.  I  know  of  none  others.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Mather  was 
to  be  interested  until  after  I  had  made  an  arrangement  with  Dr. 
Graham.  I  understood  from  Dr.  Graham  that  he  would  become  in- 
terested, and  I  know  that  afterwards  that  he  did  become  interested* 

Question  1149.  I  will  now  ask  you  to  state  whether  by  any  under- 
standing, expressed  or  implied,  there  were  any  parties  to  be  inter- 
ested or  to  receive  any  of  the  proceeds  arising  from  the  sale  of  this 
property,  other  than  those  with  whom  you  made  your  arrangMientis 
at  the  time  of  purchase  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  other  arrangement  prior  to  the  time  of  pur- 
chase, except  with  Dr.  Graham  and  Mr.  Mather. 

Question  1150.  Are  there  any  other  parties  interested  by  agree- 
ment made  subsequent  to  the  sale  ;  and  if  so,  who  are  they  ? 

An^wei".  There  are  none. 

Question  1151.  Are  the  purchasers  of  that  property  under  mf 
obligations  of  any  sort  to  pay  to  any  parties  any  sum  of  money  or  any 
interest  in  the  property  by  reason  of  making  the  purchase  ? 
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Qiieetion  in2,  CaD  you  namo  any  pe 
mitted  violonco  upon  yoti  in  ease  you  hnd  \ 
than  a  qniirtor  section  at  public  sale? 
Anawer.  1  eaiinot* 
Quegtton  1173-  It  k  then  a  mere  eonje^ 
had  attempted  to  bid  for  more  than  a  qiiar 
violence  would  have  been  comraittjed  ;  yon  1 
which  you  base  that  opinion?  if  yon  have  i 

Answer,  From  the  fact  that  in  all  the  ga 
have  taken  place  in  the  wcs^tern  comitry 
combinations  have  been  formed  which  hat 
lenco  upon  stranjirere  or  others  coming 
who  have  made  their  claims  for  pre -en 
former  eule  of  a  portion  of  tlmt  re*ierve 
knowledge. 

Qneetion  1174.  I  aak  you  again  to  ittiti 
or  data  upon  which  you  base  your  opinio^ 
tion  of  8Uch  a  comfcinatiun  in  referonct' 
eerve  ? 

Ansuwer,  Only  the  knowdedge  which  I 
the  invitation  which  was  extended  to  me  tc 
an  amount  of  money  a«  I  might  think  pro] 
which  was  &ufficient  and  satisfactory  evid 
bination  w^mld  have  been  formed. 

QueRtion  117*5,   Were  tliof*e  who  invite 
the  men  from  whom  you  expected  violence 
than  a  quarter  section  at  public  sale  ?       J 

Answer.  The  men  who  extended  the  n 
personal  friends*  I  «^hould  not  have  expee 
th^m.  Ae  Roon  as  the  sale  of  the  reserve  > 
adyertiaed  a  large  number  of  persons  woii 
w^ould  have  combined  together  to  protecij 
tion  of  their  rulei^»  and  to  protect  each  itt* 
on  which  he  had  settled.  Had  I  gone  into 
aume  I  should  have  been  permitted  to  havi 
divipion  upon  which  my  house  is  built  wit 
attempted  to  purchase  more  I  should  hM 
persons  w^hose  claims  I  intruded  upon.      " 

Question  1176,  Suppose  the  combinatio 
been  consummated,  and  had  been  successf 
perty  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre,  c 
wards  bought  it  of  those  persons  for  a  less  ] 

Answer*  From  a  few  of  them  perhaps  I 

Question  1177,  Can  you  name  those  pen 
would  probably  have  formed  combinations 

Answ^er.  There  were  none  others  living 
will  permit  me,  I  will  state  that  the  mo 
which  was  straek  off  some  years  ago  was  ; 
gress.     After  the  law  had  passed  it  wa 
after  which  Uiese  people  held  meetinfi 
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•egistered  the  legal  subdivision  upon  which  he  had  located.  These 
>er8on8,  in  forming  an  association  of  this  kind,  agreed  to  protect  each 
)ther  in  the  purchase  of  their  repective  tracts  at  a  dollar  and  a  quar- 
»r  per  acre.  They  would  bind  themselves  to  protect  each  other, 
md  if  any  stranger  or  outsider  attempted  to  bid  for  a  quarter  section 
^hich  had  been  recorded  with  this  claim  association  they  would  carry 
lim  off ;  not,  perhaps,  commit  violence  upon  him,  but  they  would 
^arry  him  away.  Perhaps,  under  the  excitement  created,  they 
night  commit  violence.  Such  instances  have  occurred  at  such  sales 
Tequently,  and  the  same  thing  would  have  occurred  if  this  portion 
>f  the  reserve  had  been  sold  at  public  sale.  As  soon  as  it  had  been 
umounced  for  sale  it  would  have  been  considered  no  longer  occu- 
pied for  military  purposes,  and  would  have  been  located  upon  by  a 
arge  number  of  persons,  each  claiming  his  legal  subdivision,  who 
^ould  have  formed  a  combination  similar  to  that  formed  when  the 
>ther  portion  of  the  reserve  was  sold. 

Question  1178.  Did  not  those  persons  to  whom  you  have  alluded  in 
the  sale  which  took  place  in  1855  hold  their  claims  by  pre-emption  ? 

Answer.  The  law  of  Congress  reducing  the  reserve  provided  the 
node  of  disposing  of  it  at  public  auction  to  the  highest  bidder.  Be- 
hre  the  sale  came  off,  however,  another  law  was  passed,  granting 
;he  rights  of  pre-emption  to  the  then  residents  on  the  reserve. 

Question  1179.  Was  there  any  law  authorizing  the  right  of  pre- 
emption upon  this  portion  of  the  reserve  7 

Answer.  No,  sir- 
Question  1180.  How  was  it  possible,  in  this  first  instance,  to  form 
I  combination  against  those  entitled  to  the  right  of  pre-emption  ? 

Answer.  At  the  time  of  settlement,  and  at  the  time  the  combina- 
tion was  formed,  no  one  was  entitled  to  the  right  of  pre-emption. 

Question  1181.  But  there  was  a  law  afterwards  passed,  granting 
he  right  of  pre-emption  to  all  the  settlers  on  that  portion  of  the  re- 
lerve,  was  there  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  this  was  after  the  combination  had  been 
brmed. 

Question  1182.  Then  I  ask  how  could  there  have  been  a  combina- 
ion  to  have  affected  the  interest  of  those  who  were  entitled  to  the 
right  of  pre-emption  ? 

Answer.  There  could  have  been  no  combination  after  they  were 
mtitled  by  law  to  pre-emption. 

Question  1183.  You  have  been  asked  whether  you  paid  for  this  re- 
serve what  it  was  reasonably  worth  on  a  specidation,  and  you  have 
inswered  that  you  did.  Is  that  property  worth  more,  or  would  it  sell 
br  more  now  than  it  would  at  the  time  of  sale  7 

Answer.  Not  so  much  now,  I  think. 

Question  1184.  What  do  you  consider  its  present  value? 

Witness.  What  it  is  worth  to  me  as  an  investment,  or  what  it  would 
3e  worth  to  sell  ?    I  would  like  to  know  which  question  you  propound. 

Mr.  Morris.  You  have  already  stated  what  you  considered  it  worth 
IS  an  investment.     I  now  ask  you  what  you  would  consider  it  worth  . 
:o8ell? 
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Answer.  To  sell  the  entire  tract  at  public  auction,  I  think  about 
$5  per  acre. 

Question  1186.  Would  you  sell  it  for  that? 

Answer,  No,  sir. 

Question  1186.  What  would  you  take  for  it? 

Answer.  I  could  not  state.  I  contemplate  retailing  out.  I  am 
improving  it,  and  enhancing  its  yalue,  so  that  I  have  no  fixed  prioe 
at  which  I  would  sell  my  interest  in  it. 

Question  1187.  What  improvements  have  you  made,  and  what  have 
you  expended  for  those  improvements  since  you  purchased  it? 

Answer.  I  have  expended  probably  $6,000  or  $8,000.  I  am  not 
certain  as  regards  the  amount.  I  have  graded  a  street,  and  ha^ 
built  one  or  two  additions  to  a  house.  I  have  also  contracted  for  the 
construction  of  a  large  warehouse,  for  which  I  am  to  pay  $6,000.  I 
did  not  include  that,  however,  in  the  estimate  I  made.  I  have  paid 
the  money  for  it,  and  therefore  did  not  include  it  in  the  money  ex- 
pended for  improvements. 

Question  1188.  Are  these  buildings  you  allude  to  private  property? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1199.  Did  you  commence  grading  streets  there  with  a 
view  of  selling  lots? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1200.  You  expect  to  have  laid  out  a  town  on  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1201.  Was  it  your  intention,  when  you  purchased^  to  lay 
out  a  town  there? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question  1202.  Do  you  think  it  is  a  valuable  site  for  a  town  ? 

Answer.  It  has  a  certain  value  for  that  purpose  more  than  it  wotild 
have  for  agricultural  purposes. 

Question  1203.  Did  you  ever  own,  or  do  you  now  own,  land  m  that 
vicinity,  on  either  side  of  the  river  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1204.  Did  you  ever  sell  any  on  either  side  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1205.  When,  and  upon  which  side  of  the  river,  and  at 
what  price  ? 

Answer.  I  sold  some  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  I  think,  about 
two  years  since,  for  $65  per  acre. 

Question  1206.  How  far  is  that  from  the  site  of  Port  Snelling? 

Answer.  About  half  a  mile.  It  is  an  elevated  bluff  or  point  im- 
mediately opposite. 

Question  1207.  Do  you  regard  that  as  more  valuable  than  the  ate 
of  FortSnelling? 

Answer.  Not  more  than  a  portion  of  Port  Snelling.  It  is  an  ele- 
vated mound,  a  fancy  spot. 

Question  1208.  A  fancy  spot  for  a  dwelling  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1209.  It  derives  its  additional  value,  then,  as  a  fancy  spot? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question  1210.  How  many  acres  did  yon  sell? 

Answer.  Abont  one  hundred,  I  think. 

Question  1211.  Did  this  fancy  spot  cover  the  whole  one  hundred 
acres? 

Answer.  A  great  portion  of  it. 

Question  1212.  Would  that  all  be  occupied  as  a  dwelling,  or  a  por- 
tion of  it  for  farming  purposes  ? 

Answer.  The  gentleman  who  bought  it  said  he  contemplated  erect- 
ing a  handsome  dwelling  on  it,  with  extensive  grounds  around  it. 
Whether  it  will  all  be  used  for  that  purpose  I  am  unable  to  say. 

Question  1213.  Is  that  spot  of  as  much  value  as  an  equal  quantity 
of  land  at  the  junction  of  the  Minnesota  and  Mississippi  rivers  ? 

Answer.  It  is  not  so  valuable  as  the  land  at  the  immediate  junction 
of  the  two  rivers,  but  much  more  valuable  than  a  great  portion  of  the 
balance  of  the  reserve. 

Question  1214.  How  large  a  proportion  of  the  balance? 

Answer.  Nine-tenths. 

Question  1215.  Where  and  how  did  you  first  learn  that  this  reser- 
vation was  to  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly  from  whom.  I  got  my  impres- 
sion here  in  Washington,  a  year  before,  during  the  administration  of 
Mr.  Davis  as  Secretary  of  War,  that  the  reservation  would  be  aban- 
doned within  a  year  or  two.  I  have  made  frequent  inquiries  upon 
that  subject,  from  the  fact  that  I  had  invested  some  money  in  build- 
ings upon  it,  and  from  the  fact  that  I  lived  upon  it. 

Question  1216.  Had  you  any  knowledge  from  any  source  that  efforts 
were  being  made  to  sell  the  reservation  before  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  none  other  than  those  I  have  mentioned. 

Question  1217.  Did  you  know  that  application  had  been  made  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  by  Mr.  Rice  to  sell  it  ? 

Answer.  Prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  authorizing  the  sale,  I  my- 
self made  application  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  through  Mr.  Rice,  to 
sell  it. 

Question  1218.  Then  the  application  on  file  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment was  made  at  your  instance  ? 

Answer.  It  was  made  over  my  own  signature,  through  Mr.  Rice, 
the  delegate  from  our  Territory,  as  the  proper  channel. 

Question  1219.  Then  you  were  seeking,  for  some  time  previous,  to 
possess  yourself  of  this  reserve  ? 

Answer.  A  portion  of  it.  It  was  always  my  intention  to  secure  the 
spot  on  which  I  had  lived,  upon  which  my  house  was  built,  and  where 
my  children,  seven  in  number,  were  bom. 

Question  1220.  What  portion  was  that?    How  many  acres  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  definite  idea  how.  many  I  could  secure. 

Question  1221.  How  many  acres  did  you  secure  in  your  purchase? 

Answer.  I  think  the  entire  area  of  land  was  about  8,000  acres. 

Question  1222.  You  own  how  much? 

Answer.  One-third,  until  recently.  It  was  my  intention,  when  I 
purchased,  to  own  one-third. 
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Question  1223.  Where  did  you  first  meet  Dr.  Graham  and  have  a 
conference  with  him  in  reference  to  that  property  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  positive.     I  think  in  St.  Paul. 

Question  1224.  Was  that  at  the  time  the  property  was  sold? 

Answer.     Prior. 

Question  1225.  How  long  prior? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  certainly ;  I  think  perhaps  a  month  prior.  I 
think  some  time  in  the  month  of  May,  if  I  remember  correctly. 

Question  1226.  How  did  that  conference  take  place  between  joa? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  how  it  was  brought  about.  I  think  it 
came  up  in  a  conversation  in  regard  to  the  probability  of  the  reserva- 
tion being  sold,  and  whether  I  intended  to  make  the  purchase.  I 
think  it  came  up  something  in  that  way. 

Question  1227.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  contract  entered  into  be- 
tween yourself.  Dr.  Graham  and  Mr.  Mather? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question  1228.  Have  you  it  with  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1229.  Was  Mr.  Mather  there  at  the  time? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1230.  Who  wrote  that  contract? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  in  whose  handwriting  it  is  now.  I  think, 
perhaps,  it  was  drawn  up  originally  by  Mr.  Mather  or  Dr.  Graham, 
and  altered  to  suit  the  parties.     It  was  signed  by  us  all. 

Question  1231.  Was  the  contract  between  yourself  and  the  com- 
missioners of  the  government,  now  on  file  in  the  War  Department, 
drawn  up  by  yourself  or  Mr.  Mather? 

Answer.  That  contract  was  drawn  up,  I  think,  by  Mr.  Heiskell,  one 
of  the  commissioners. 

Question  1232.  How  did  it  happen  that  the  property  was  sold,  in 
part,  upon  credit? 

Answer.  That  was  my  proposition  to  the  commissioners  when  I 
made  the  ofier  of  $90,000. 

Question  1233.  You  say,  if  I  understand  you,  that  Major  Eastman 
first  came  out  to  survey  the  property? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1234.  Did  he  at  that  time  inform  you  that  the  property 
was  to  be  sold,  and  if  so,  how? 

Answer.  He  did  not  inform  me  that  it  would  be  sold.  He  did  not 
know,  but  thought  it  might  possibly  be.  He  said  he  was  sent  ont  for 
the  purpose  of  surveying  it,  and  did  not  know  whether  it  would  be 
sold  or  not.  He  informed  me  that  it  vvould  be  surveyed  in  forty  acre 
lots,  and  I  inferred  that  it  was  to  be  sold  in  that  shape. 

Question  1235.  Do  you  know  whether  the  intelligence  that  the  pro- 
perty was  to  be  sold  was  communicated  at  the  time  of  sale  to  any 
other  persons  than  Dr.  Graham  and  yourself? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  a  matter  of  public  notoriety  that  the  pro- 
perty would  be  sold.  I  certainly  learned  it  from  a  number  of  personB, 
prior  to  Major  Eastman's  arrival,  that  it  was  to  be  abandoned  and  sold. 
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Question  1236.  I  speak  of  the  time  of  the  sale ;  was  it  known  that 
(r.  Heiskell  and  Major  Eastman  were  authorized  to  sell  7 

Answer.  I  think  it  was. 

Question  1237.  To  whom  was  that  fact  communicated,  and  by 
rhom? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  it  was  common  rumor  that  they 
lad  come  there  for  that  purpose  about  that  time. 

Question  1238.  It  was  generally  understood  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question  1239.  If  you  conversed  with  persons  upon  the  subject, 
rill  you  favor  us  with  the  names  of  one  or  two  persons  to  whom  the 
Eu^t  was  communicated  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  officers  at  the  fort  all  knew  it. 

Question  1240.  Who  were  they? 

Answer.  Major  Martin  was  one.  The  officers  of  the  artillery  there 
new  it ;  I  do  not  just  now  remember  the  names.  The  officers  of  the 
0th  infantry,  stationed  at  Port  Ridgley,  I  think,  all  knew  it ;  Cap- 
ain  Bee,  Captain  Gove,  Captain  Pratt,  and  all  the  officers  stationed 
here.     It  was  a  matter  of  general  conversation  among  them. 

Question  1241.  Did  you  communicate  to  any  one  the  knowledge 
ou  had  that  the  property  was  to  be  sold,  and  how  it  was  to  be  sold? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  I  may  have  communicated  the  fact 
f  the  probability  of  its  being  sold  to  some  of  my  friends. 

Question  1242.  Were  you  in  this  city  at  any  time  within  a  few 
lonths  previous  to  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  within  a  year. 

Question  1243.  Or  subsequent  to  it? 

Answer.  I  was  here  in  the  month  of  July. 

Question  1244.  What  time  in  July? 

Answer.  I  think  about  the  last  of  the  month,  or  it  may  possibly 
ave  been  the  first  of  August. 

Question  1245.  Do  you  know  who  brought  the  contract  entered 
ito  between  you  and  the  commissioners  to  this  city? 

Answer.  I  brought  one  copy  myself,  and  delivered  it  to  Dr.  Gra- 
am,  either  here  or  in  New  York,  I  do  not  recollect  which. 

Question  1246.  I  mean  the  one  which  was  placed  on  file  in  the  War 
department? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  that  reached  Washington.  I  presume 
be  commissioners  brought  it. 

Question  1247.  Do  you  remember  how  long  it  was  after  the  com- 
lissioners  were  authorized  to  make  sale  of  this  property  before  you 
urchasedit? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  when  they  were  authorized. 

Question  1248.  Did  you  know  they  were  at  Port  Snelling  for  the  pur- 
•ose  of  making  the  sale,  or  had  you  any  communication  with  them  on 
he  subject  other  than  the  one  in  writing  to  which  you  have  referred  ? 

Answer.  Not  until  after  the  communication  passed  in  writing.  I 
bink  in  fixing  up  the  contract  after  the  sale  was  made  I  may  have 
Ad  some  conversation  with  them  for  the  purpose  of  embodying  the 
3rms  of  sale  in  it. 
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Question  1249.  If,  then,  you  had  no  communication  with  them 
other  than  that  referred  to  by  you,  how  did  you  know  that  they  were 
authorized  to  sell  ? 

Answer.  Their  note  was  signed  by  them  as  agents  or  cornmis- 
sioners,  I  think ;  I  never  saw  their  authority,  and  never  asked  it. 

Question  1249.  Did  they  open  the  correspondence  with  you,  or  you 
with  them  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  with  me.  I  think  the  first  proposition  made 
to  me  was  to  know  whether  I  had  an  offer  to  make,  or  wished  to 
purchase,  or  something  of  that  kind,  intimating  that  they-  would 
entertain  an  offer. 

Question  1250.  Have  you  got  that  correspondence? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  their  letters  to  me  at  home.  I  did  not 
keep  a  copy  of  mine  to  them,  but  I  presume  the  commissioners  have 
them.  Their  first  was  asking  me  to  make  a  bid,  to  which  I  replied, 
offering  $75,000.  To  this  they  replied,  declining  the  offer,  and,  I 
think,  stating  that  they  considered  it  worth  $90,000. 

Question  1251.  There  was  no  understanding,  then,  between  you 
and  them  that  you  should  pay  anything  to  any  person  who  had  made 
improvements  on  the  property  other  than  those  belonging  to  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  think  I  gave  them  to  understand  that  I  con- 
trolled or  owned  all  the  improvements  on  the  property  other  than 
those  belonging  to  the  government.  I  think  they  may  have  inquired 
of  me  if  there  were  any  improvements  other  than  mine  which  would 
be  sacrificed  by  the  sale,  and  that  I  replied  that  I  owned  or  controlled 
all  the  improvements  on  the  reserve  other  than  those  belonging  to 
the  government. 

Question  1252.  Was  the  value  of  this  improvement  you  owned 
deducted  from  the  price  that  the  commissioners  estimated  that  this 
property  was  worth  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1253.  Was  there  anything  said  between  you  and  them  in 
reference  to  that  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  that  I  recollect. 

Question  1254.  Was  this  interview  with  Dr.  Graham  at  St  Paul 
previous  to  or  subsequent  to  the  communication  in  writing  which 
passed  between  you  and  the  commissioners  ? 

Answer.  It  was  previous. 

Question  1255.  Did  he  not  inform  you  then  that  the  property  was 
to  be  sold;  that  the  commissioners  had  been  appointed  and  were 
authorized  to  sell  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  informed  me  that  the  property  was  to  be  sold, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  he  informed  me  when,  or  that  the  commis- 
sioners had  been  appointed. 
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TUESDAY,  Fbbbuaby  16,  1858. 

Fbankun  Steele  recalled. 

Examinattcn  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  1256.  What  other  correspondence,  save  that  which  you 
transmitted  by  Mr.  Rice  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  did  you  have  con- 
cerning the  propriety  of  selling  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  recollect. 

Question  1257.  What  personal  interviews  had  you,  when  in  Wash- 
ington, relative  to  that  matter  ? ' 

Answer.  I  had  none  with  any  of  the  heads  of  departments. 

Question  1258.  What  with  members  of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  discussed  the  matter  with  members  of  Oon- 
press,  but  I  do  not  remember  what  the  nature  of  those  conversations 
Eiras.  I  may  have  made  the  inquiry  whether  any  provision  of  law 
nras  made  for  the  sale  of  the  reserve. 

Question  1259.  With  what  members  of  Congress? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect,  but  I  think  with  Mr.  Bice,  the  delegate 
Tom  Minnesota. 

Question  1260.  At  the  time  you  made  the  purchase,  did  the  com- 
nissioners  know  that  there  were  other  parties  besides  yourself  who 
vere  interested  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  tiiink  it  possible  that  they  may  have 
mown  it. 

Question  1261.  Did  you  inform  them  that  there  were  any  other 
>arties  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  may  have  done  so  after  the  sale,  but  not  before* 

Question  1262.  What  object  had  you  in  concealing  that  fact  from 
he  commissioners  ? 

Answer.  None,  in  particular. 

Question  1263.  In  consequence  of  your  having  made  improvements 
ipon  the  property,  did  Major  Eastman  inform  you  that  he  considered 
t  his  duty  to  oflFer  the  property  to  you  first,  for  sale? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  made  any  such  communication  ;  I 
;hink  that  during  the  drawing  up  of  the  instrument  I  informed  him 
)f  the  fact  of  the  extent  of  my  improvements,  and  that  I  thought  I 
)ught  to  have  such  a  right ;  but  I  think  that  was  after  the  transac- 
ion  ;  I  further  state  that  I  may  have  said  to  him  whUe  he  was  sur- 
veying, that  I  would  like  to  know  how  and  when  the  property  was  to 
)e  sold,  and  that  I  thought  I  could  make  some  arrangement  to  secure 
;he  title  of  the  land  upon  which  were  my  improvements. 

Question  1264.  Did  not  you  have  conversation  with  him  after  the 
)flfer  of  $75, 000  for  the  property,  wherein  he  admitted  to  you  that  you 
)ught  to  have  the  right  to  purchase  before  any  one  else  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  conversation  with  him,  that  I  recollect  of,  from 
lie  time  I  made  the  first  proposition  to  the  time  he  accepted  the  last. 

Question  1265.  How  long  was  it  after  you  made  the  first  proposi- 
ion,  and  before  he  accepted  the  last  ? 
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Answer.  The  proposition  was  in  the  forenoon  of  the  day  in  which 
the  sale  was  made  ;  the  sale  was  made  in  the  afternoon. 

Question  1266.  Did  you  advise  Major  Eastman  that  comhinations 
would  be  made  in  case  the  sale  should  be  a  public  one  7 

Answer.  I  think  I  informed  him  that  I  had  been  invited  to  join  a 
combination  ;  I  think  that  was  after  the  sale,  or  between  the  time  of 
accepting  my  oflFer  and  the  delivery  of  the  contract ;  I  had  some  con- 
versation with  him  after  they  accepted  my  bid  and  before  the  draw- 
ing up  of  the  contract. 

Question  1267.  Did  you  not  inform  him  so  prior  to  making  the  offer 
of  $75, 000? 

Answer.  I  may  have  said  to  him  that  I  had  learned  that  it  was  the 
intention  to  form  combinations  there,  at  the  time  I  made  the  inquiry 
to  know  when  and  how  he  was  going  to  sell  it ;  but  I  do  not  recollect 
distinctly. 

Question  1268.  Was  the  most  of  your  conversation,  relative  to  the 
purchase,  with  Major  Eastman  or  with  Mr.  Heiskell  7 

Answer.  I  had  no  conversation,  in  regard  to  the  purchase,  with 
either,  other  than  the  conversation  I  stated  that  I  had  with  Major 
Eastman  while  he  was  surveying  the  land,  and  by  the  correspondence 
which  I  have  mentioned. 

Question  1269.  Were  you  on  good  terms  with  Major  Eastman? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  was  not ;  when  he  was  stationed  there 
I  was  not ;  our  relations  have  not  been  kind. 

Question  1270.  By  the  terms  of  your  contract,  how  long  would  yon 
regard  the  government  as  having  the  right  to  retain  the  use  and  oc- 
cupancy for  military  purposes   of  Port  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  No  longer  than  necessary  to  remove  the  government  stores 
and  supplies,  without  loss  to  the  government,  and  to  transport  them 
elsewhere. 

Question  1271.  If  they  found  it  necessary  for  military  purposes, 
have  you  supposed  they  had  the  right  to  occupy  it  an  indefinite  length 
of  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  very  fact  of  sale  implies  a  different  idea. 
The  abandoment  of  the  reserve  implies  that  they  contemplated  re- 
moving the  troops. 

Question  1272.  Would  you  consider  it  inconsistent  with  the  con- 
tract to  retain  it  two,  five,  or  ten  years  7 

Answer.  I  would. 

Question  1273.  What  was  the  common  rate  of  interest  out  with  yon 
at  the  time  of  your  purchase  of  this  property  7 

Answer.  Prom  ten  per  cent,  per  annum  to  three  per  cent,  per 
month  ? 

Question  1274.  What  was  the  usual  rate? 

Answer.  In  my  business  transactions  I  have  paid  as  high  as  fifteen 
per  cent,  per  annum.  I  have  held  paper  drawing  three  per  cent  a 
month  ;  but  no  large  loans  could  be  negotiated  for  more  than  twelve 
or  fifteen  per  cent.,  I  presume. 

Question  1275.  At  that  rate  of  interest  at  the  time  of  the  purchase 
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f  Port  Snelling,  what  wonld  you  regard  the  then  present  value  of 
lat  property  in  money? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  regarded  that  I  had  made  an  investment  in  a 
roperty  in  which,  by  the  expenditure  of  money  and  my  own  exer- 
ons  there,  I  had  made  a  speculation — ^that  is,  I  expected  to  double 
ty  money  in  two  years.  In  answer  to  your  question  I  would  say, 
lat  its  value  in  money  would  be  the  diflference  between  a  credit  and 
lat  rate  of  interest  I  have  named — ^ten  or  fifteen  per  cent,  per  an- 
im.  In  all  my  business  transactions  at  that  time,  I  was  selling 
roperty,  on  a  credit  of  one,  two,  and  five  years,  at  ten  per  cent,  in- 
^rest,  and  I  know  of  no  large  sales  that  were  bringing  more.  A 
iTge  portion  of  the  property  I  have  sold  in  that  Territory  was  for 
vo  years,  at  seven  per  cent,  interest.  Long  credit,  at  a  low  rate  of 
iterest,  is  customary  in  real  estate  transactions. 

Question  1276.  Do  not  you  get  a  higher  price  on  credit? 

Answer.  I  might  have  made  a  discount,  as  my  necessities  required, 
>r  cash. 

Question  1277.  What  can  you  loan  money  for  now? 

Answer.  It  will  loan  readily  now  at  three  per  cent  a  month  ;  but  I 
bated  ten  or  fifteen  per  cent,  as  the  rate  of  interest  I  have  received 
1  all  cases  where  I  have  sold  real  estate  in  the  Territory.  I  sold  a 
irge  property  there,  amounting  to  about  $25,000,  to  Robert  Smith 
nd  others,  three  months  ago,  for  five  years,  at  twelve  per  cent,  per 
nnum.     That  is  the  highest  I  have  ever  received. 

Question  1278.  How  large  are  the  city  lots,  as  you  have  surveyed 
hem? 

Answer.  They  are  of  various  sizes,  but  generally,  I  think,  they  are 

0  by  165  feet. 

Question  1279.  What  value  have  you  put  upon  them? 

Answer.  I  have  put  no  value  upon  them,  except  a  few  I  have 
old.  In  fact,  I  have  other  matters  in  consideration  in  dispos- 
ig  of  them,  such  as  putting  a  building  clause  in  the  contract,  which 

1  a  part  consideration.  I  have,  in  some  instances,  given  away  lots 
3  parties  building,  but  I  have  sold  none  for  money. 

Question  1280.  Can  you  fix  the  time  when  Major  Eastman  and  Mr. 
[eiskell  arrived  in  the  Territory  with  authority  to  sell? 

Answer.  When  Mr.  Heiskell  arrived  I  do  not  know.  I  first  saw 
im  between  the  fifth  and  eighth  of  the  month.  I  think  I  saw  him 
ice,  but  did  not  know  him  until  the  day  the  contract  was  made. 

Question  1281.  What  day  was  that? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  was  the  day  before  the  con- 
Bct  was  made  that  I  saw  him,  or  whether  a  day  intervened. 

Question  1282.  Was  Mr.  Mather,  who  drew  up  the  contract  between 
jurself  and  the  commissioners,  represented  by  you  to  Major  Eastman 
I  a  lawyer? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  drew  up  the  contract.     I  supposed 

was  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Heiskell.  I  think  that  the  contract  which 
as  submitted  to  me,  to  see  whether  it  complied  with  the  terms  of  my 
Fer,  was  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Heiskell. 

Question  1283,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)    Did  not  your  proposition  to 
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purchase,  made  to  the  War  Department  in  1856,  contain  the  foUowiog 
clause:  **the  United  States  to  have,  free  of  charge,  the  use  of  the 
fort  and  all  other  buildings  belonging  to  the  government,  including 

acres  of  land,  so  long  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  War  Department, 

they  shall  be  required  for  military  purposes."? 

Answer.  I  think  I  proposed  some  such  privilege,  but  I  am  not  ex- 
actly certain  in  regard  to  the  language. 

EaxmwnjoAum  hy  Mr.  Pettit. 

Question  1284.  What  quantity  of  land  did  your  company  lay  off 
into  city  lots? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  quantity.  I  have  not  examined  it, 
but  I  should  judge  nearly  a  section — six  hundred  and  forty  acres. 

Question  1285.  Are  the  lots  of  uniform  size? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  some  of  the  streets  are  irregular,  making  irregular 
corner  lots ;  some  of  the  lots  are  deeper  than  others,  and  consequentlj 
the  lots  vary  in  size.  I  think  they  do  not  average  much  over  50  bj 
150  feet. 

Question  1286.  Dr.  Graham  was  authorized  by  your  company  to 
sell? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1287.  At  what  price? 

Answer.  No  price  was  fixed ;  that  was  left  to  his  discretion.  I 
think,  where  he  sold  to  parties  making  improvements,  the  price  vas 
merely  nominal.  To  those  not  making  improvements  he  was  not 
authorized  to  sell  a  large  amount  at  any  price.  There  was  no  price 
fixed.  I  think,  however,  we  did  make  this  limit,  that  he  should  sell 
none  to  persons  not  making  improvements  for  less  than  one  hundred 
dollars  a  lot.     There  was  no  written  agreement  in  regard  to  it. 

Question  1288.  In  your  last  answer  did  you  mean  that  none  of  the 
lots  in  the  whole  survey  were  to  be  sold  at  less  than  one  hundred 
dollars? 

Answer.  None. 

Question  1299.  What  was  the  average  price  of  farming  lands  in 
an  equal  vicinity  of  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony,  and  Minneapolis  in  June 
last? 

Answer.  I  think  about  ten  dollars  an  acre. 

Question  1300.  Is  it  not  true  that  at  the  time  Port  Snelling  reser- 
vation was  sold  lands  lying  between  St.  Anthony  and  St.  Paul  were 
rated  at  from  one  and  two  hundred  to  four  hundred  dollars  per  acre? 

Answer.  In  the  vicinity  of  St.  Paul  they  were. 

Question  1301.  What  knowledge  have  you  of  lands  of  equal  ad- 
vantage about  that  time  being  sold  at  ten  dollars  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  lands  oflFered  to  me  for  ten  dollars  an  acre  and 
less,  and  I  sold  some  within  twelve  months  prior  to  this  purchase  at 
eight  dollars  an  acre,  and  within  three  miles  of  St  Paul.  But  I 
don't  think  it  was  as  good  land. 

Question  1302.  Did  you  not  know  that  lands  on  the  opposite  side 
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of  the  river  from  the  reserve  were  held,  and,  in  fact,  sold,  at  forty 
and  fifty  dollars  an  acre  ? 
Answer.  I  did. 

Question  1303.  What  has  been  your  occnpation  since  yon  have  re- 
sided on  that  reservation  ? 
Answer.  I  was  army  sutler.     That  was  my  principal  business. 
Question  1304.   Have  you  previously  purchased  lands  from  the 
government  ? 
Answer.  I  have. 
Question  1305.  By  pre-emption  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1306.  What  right  of  purchasing  this  reservation,  or  any 
other  part  of  it,  was  at  any  time  assured  to  you  by  any  officer  of  the 
government  before  the  sale  ? 
Answer.   None. 

Question  1307.  At  what  time  did  you  purchase  from  McEenzie  ? 
Answer.  I  never  purchased  any  land  from  McEenzie.     I  bought, 
or  agreed  to  buy,  from  him  some  improvements  upon  the  reserve. 
It  was  after  Major  Eastman  arrived  there  and  commenced  making  the 
survey. 
Question  1308.  Was  this  before  the  sale  ? 
Answer.  Yes,,  sir. 

Question  1309.  Why  did  you  make  this  purchase  at  the  price  you 
have  named  before  the  sale,  without  having  some  reason  to  suppose 
that  you  would  be  enabled  to  buy  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  presumed  he  would  have  some  claim.  His  claim  had 
been  before  recognized  by  the  government. 

Question  1310.  In  what  manner  had  it  been  recognized? 
Answer.  By  authority  of  the  War  Department  to  occupy  it,  and 
to  be  protected  in  the  occupancy. 
Question  1311.  For  what  purpose? 

Answer.  For  any  purpose  he  chose  to  occupy  it,  other  than  as  a 
drinking  saloon. 

Question  1312.  How  do  you  know  that  McEenzie  was  authorized 
hy  the  War  Department  to  settle  upon  it  and  use  it  for  any  purpose 
he  pleased  ? 

Answer.  He  was  never  authorized  to  settle  upon  it.  I  have  not 
stated  that  he  was  authorized  to  make  improvements,  I  stated  that  he 
^as  authorized  to  occupy  the  improvement  which  he  owned  by  pur- 
chase. He  purchased  the  improvement,  or  it  came  to  him  as  the 
trufitee  or  administrator  of  Mr.  Baker.  Those  improvements  were 
there  for  the  purpose  of  Indian  trade. 

Question  1313.  Was  your  residence  on  this  reserve  with  a  view  of 
anything  except  acting  as  sutler  to  the  post? 
Answer.  None  other. 

Question  1314.  What  actual  settlements,  in  conformity  to  the  pre- 
emption law,  were  made  upon  the  reserve  by  any  one  ? 

Answer.  None.    No  pre-emption  law  held  upon  that  reserve. 
Question  1315.  You  understood  in  advance,  and  during  your  occu- 
pation^  that  you  held  no  right  to  purchase  from  the  government? 


288  nmm&sr. 

M.  0.  Smith  sworn. 
IkoaminoMon  l^  the  chairman. 

Qaestion  1337.  Are  yon  acqnainted  with  the  facts  and  circnmstances 
connected  with  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  I  think  I  am  generally.     Yes,  sir. 

Qnestion  1338.  Will  yon  give  to  this  committee  a  history  of  that 
transaction,  so  far  as  yon  have  any  knowledge  of  it? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  in  regard  to  the  sale  more  than  a  general 
mmor  or  report  that  it  sold  for  $80,000  or  $90,000.  I  never  received 
any  information  from  the  parties  in  anthority,  so  that  I  conld  not  say 
from  any  official  information,  even  that  it  has  been  sold. 

Qnestion  1339.  Where  do  yon  reside  and  what  is  yonr  occupation? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  Minneapolis.    My  occnpation  is  dealing  in  lands. 

Qnestion  1340.  How  long  have  yon  resided  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  Three  years  next  May. 

Qnestion  1341.  Are  yon  acqnainted  with  thia  reservation,  the  char* 
acter  of  its  soil,  the  number  of  acres  it  contains  and  so  forth? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  pretty  definitely  I  think.  I  do  not  think  the 
exact  nnmber  of  acres  is  known.  I  have  heard  it  more  generally 
estimated  at  eight  thonsand  acres.  Many  think  it  will  overrmi  ten 
thonsand. 

Qnestion  1342.  Taking  into  consideration  the  character  of  the  soil, 
its  location  and  everything,  what  was  the  reservation  worth  per  acre 
for  agricnltnral  purposes  at  the  time  of  sale? 

Answer.  Considered  exclusively  for  agricultural  purposes,  I  shoiild 
think  it  would  average  about  $25  per  acre. 

Question  1343.  In  that  estimate  do  you  take  into  consideration  that 
a  portion  of  the  land  is  subject  to  overflow,  and  base  your  calculatioiii 
in  making  an  average  price,  upon  that  land  ajs  well  as  the  balance? 

Answer.  I  do  not  Imow  that  I  am  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
character  of  the  land  subject  to  overflow.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is 
to  any  great  extent  overfown.  But  from  the  information  I  have, 
which  is  derived  from  going  over  it  frequently  and  the  lands  sur- 
rounding, and  the  general  character  of  the  land,  without  having  ex- 
amined it  specially  with  a  view  to  estimating  its  value,  I  should  think 
it  was  worth  $25  an  acre  for  agricultural  purposes.  On  making  a 
critical  examination,  I  might  fix  the  value  a  little  above  that,  or  per- 
haps a  little  below. 

Question  1344.  Do  you  know  how  much  of  it  is  swamp  land? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  1345.  Do  you  know  how  much  of  it  is  subject  to  overflow 
by  the  river? 

Answer.  I  do  not  definitely. 

Question  1346.  Will  you  tell  this  committee  how  much  of  that 
8,000  acres  of  land  you  passed  over  and  made  examination  of? 

Answer.  I  presume  I  have  passed  over  so  that  I  have  seen  n^arl; 
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11  of  it,  if  not  quite*  I  do  not  know  the  exact  boundary  on  the 
urther  side.  It  is  bounded  by  Little  Palls  creek  on  one  side,  by  the 
Mississippi  river  on  another,  by  the  Minnesota  on  another,  and  by  the 
ands  adjoining  on  the  other.  I  do  not  know  definitely  where  the 
►oundary  runs  on  this  last  side,  and  therefore,  I  do  not  know  whether 

have  been  over  all  of  it  or  not.  I  have  passed  over  the  land  in 
[ifferent  directions  and  in  various  ways. 

Question  1347.  Is  there  not  a  portion  of  this  tract  the  soil  of  which 
3  very  sandy,  and  not  adapted  to  agricultural  purposes? 

Answer.  There  may  be  a  small  portion  of  it? 

Question  1348.  Can  you  say  how  much? 

Answer.  I  could  not.  I  have  seen  a  small  portion  on  the  creek, 
►ack  from  the  river,  which  is  rather  sandy,  but  at  the  same  time 
.djoining  that,  on  the  other  side  of  the  creek,  I  wanted  to  buy  some 
Bmd  the  price  of  which  was  $30  an  acre,  and  I  advised  a  friend  of 
ttine  to  purchase  it  at  that  price.  It  is  not  only  equally  as  sandy, 
mi  nine  or  ten  acres  were  a  bog  hole. 

Question  1349.  Do  you  regard  the  site  of  Port  Snelling  as  an  eligi- 
ble point  for  the  location  of  a  city  or  a  town  ? 

Aiiswer.  I  do. 

Question  1350.  What  would  you  say  that  tract  of  land  was  worth, 
aking  into  consideration  its  advantages  as  a  town  site  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  should  not  put  it  under  $400,000.  I  think  it  was  worth 
lot  far  from  that. 

Question  1351.  How  much  has  property  in  that  vicinity  depreciated 
ince  the  sale  was  made  ? 

Answer.  At  a  forced  sale  I  do  not  think  it  would  sell  for  half 
srhat  it  would  have  sold  for  then,  because  there  is  no  money  there. 
n  ordinary  business  transactions  of  selling  property  I  think  it  has 
lepreciated  from  twenty  to  thirty  per  cent. 

Question  1352.  Will  you  give  the  committee  your  reasons  for  re- 
:arding  Port  Snelling  as  an  eligible  site  for  a  town  ? 

Answer.  One  reason  why  I  so  regard  it  is  because  it  is  at  the  head  of 
ood  navigation.  The  Mississippi  river  is  navigable  for  boats  as  far  as 
'ort  Snelling.  They  sometimes  run  up  as  high  as  Minneapolis,  but 
great  portion  of  the  year  between  Port  Snelling  and  Minneapolis 
avigation  is  difficult.  Between  St.  Paul  and  Port  Snelling  naviga- 
ion  is  as  good  as  at  many  points  below  ;  so  that,  in  reality,  for  a  large 
lass  of  boats,  it  is  the  head  of  navigation.  It  is  also  the  junction  of 
tie  Mississippi  and  Minnesota  rivers,  and,  as  far  as  my  judgment 
oes,  the  best  section  of  country  I  was  ever  in.  The  general  appear- 
Qce  of  the  country,  the  scenery,  the  soil,  and  all  things  considered, 
lake  it  as  good  a  section  of  country  as  I  ever  saw.  There  is  a  large 
3ction  of  country  above  it,  the  soil  of  most  of  which  is  good,  and  it 
lost  be  the  distributing  point  for  more  than  half  the  towns  above 
nd  back  of  it. 

Question  1353.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  it,  in  your  Judgment^ 
!;and8  at  the  head  of  navigation  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  head  of  good  navigation. 
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Question  1354.  Can  boats  reach  Fort  SnelUng  at  all  times  when 
they  can  reach  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  are  two  places  below  St  Paul — ^Pig's-eye 
bar  and  Beef  slough — ^that  are  quite  as  bad  as  any  places  between 
Fort  Snelling  and  St.  Paul. 

Question  1355.  Since  this  reservation  was  sold  has  there  been  any 
evidence  that  it  would  become  a  point  of  importance  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  that  I  know  exc^pt  public  opinion.  When  I  left 
there,  in  November,  the  parties  owning  it  had  projected  plana  for 
bridges,  grading  streets,  and  other  improvements.  I  do  not  know 
that  they  have  yet  carried  any  of  them  out.  I  know  what  the  public 
opinion  is  in  reference  to  it  in  the  neighborhood.  I  know  that  the 
sale  has  had  a  very  perceptible  eflfect  upon  the  price  of  property  in 
Minneapolis.  I  myself  would  have  been  willing  to  have  sold  my 
property  there  at  a  less  rate  than  before,  and  invested  in  property  at 
Fort  Snelling. 

Question  1356.  Taking  the  most  eligible  point  at  Fort  Snelling  and 
averaging  the  lots,  what  would  you  be  willing  to  pay  for  lots  ^ere 
50  feet  by  165. 

Answer.  It  would  depend  altogether  upon  the  amount  of  land  laid 
off  in  lots.  I  should  think,  however,  that  the  average  lots  would  he 
worth  $50. 

Question  1357.  What  would  be  your  estimate  of  the  value  of  tbe 
lots  on  the  average  in  the  most  eligible  point  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  said  it  would  depend  altogether  on  the  quantity  of  land 
laid  off.  I  do  not  know  how  much  is  laid  off.  K  there  are  2,000 
acres  it  would  be  very  different  from  a  town  site  of  320  acres. 

Question  1358.  Then  your  estimate  is  based  upon  a  town  site  of 
320  acres? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  if  there  are  no  more  than  that  I  would  give  more 
for  lots  there. 

Question  1359.  How  much  more  ? 

Answer.  I  would  give  at  least  $100,  and  I  think  I  would  give  more. 

Question  1360.  When  you  say  that  property  was,  in  your  judgment, 
worth  $400,000  at  the  time  of  sale,  do  you  think  it  would  have  brought 
that  if  it  had  been  offered  at  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  it  would. 

Question  1361.  Have  you  ever  known  any  sale  of  any  military  reser- 
vation made  by  the  government  which  sold  for  a  greater  price  than 
the  minimum  price  of  the  public  lands,  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
acre? 

Answer.  I  have  never  known  anything  of  the  sale  of  any  other  mili- 
tary reservation  except  that  of  Fort  Ripley. 

Question  1362.  Is  it  or  not  the  fact  that,  in  making  sale  of  public 
reservations  by  the  government,  the  parties  interested  in  the  pur- 
chase form  combinations  which  prevent  the  selling  for  a  greater  price 
than  $1  25  per  acre  ? 

^  Answer.  I  am  not  much  acquainted  with  the  sales  of  any  reserva- 
tions except  the  two  I  have  mentioned  ;  in  the  sale  of  Fort  Bipley,  I 
understand  there  was  such  a  combination  formed,  which  purchased 
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le  land  for  little  or  nothing  ;  that  sale,  however,  was  controlled  by 
ircmnstances  that  would  barely  enable  me  to  form  an  opinion  of 
hat  would  have  been  done  if  Fort  Snelling  had  been  sold  at  public 
lie  ;  it  is  a  long  distance  from  where  the  country  is  settled,  and,  as 
understand,  the  sale  was  controlled  by  a  few  individuals,  who  could 
susily  form  a  combination. 

Question  1363.  Had  you  any  interviews  with  the  commissioners, 
ither  before  or  after  the  sale  was  made  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  never  heard  of  them  until  I  left  that  country. 

Question  1364.  When  did  you  hear  that  the  military  reservation, 
i  Port  Snelling,  would  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  that  such  a  thing  was  probably  in  anticipation,  in 
16  of  the  land  offices,,  in  Minneapolis  ;  Mr.  Olds  came  into  my  office, 
id  said  he  had  discovered  a  mare's  nest,  and  referred  to  a  certain 
Ause  smuggled  into  one  of  the  appropriation  bills,  which  he  said  he 
lought  would  authorize  Fort  Snelling  to  be  sold  ;  he  said  he  would 
3  and  look  at  a  certain  law,  and  se0  whether  it  would  justify  the 
de  ;  he  returned,  and  said  it  did,  and  that  he  had  no  doubt  it  was 
itroduced  there  for  the  purpose  of  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War 
I  sell  Fort  Snelling.. 

Question  1365.     Is  that  all  the  information  you  had  ? 

Answer.  Previous  to  the  sale,  yes,  sir. 

Question  1366.  Were  you  at  the  fort  during  the  time  Major  East- 
lan  was  there,  surveying  ? 

Answer.  I  was  there  frequently  ;  I  do  not  know  Major  Eastman. 

Question  1367.  Did  you  know  he  was  there  surveying  the  reser- 
ation  7 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1368.  Did  you  have  any  interviews  with  Dr.  Graham? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1369.  Or  with  Mr.  Mather? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1370.  Or  with  Mr.  Steele,  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  the 
roperty  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1371.  You  say  that  property  has  declined  twenty  or  thirty 
er  cent,  in  ordinary  sales  in  that  region  since  last  June  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1372.  Would  you  say  that  the  reservation  could  now  be 
Ad  for  $400,000,  taking  oJQF  thirty  per  cent.? 

Answer.  At  this  particular  period  I  do  not  think  it  could.  The 
>aervation  could  hardly  be  sold  at  this  period  of  the  year,  with  no 
ore  money  than  there  is  in  the  country ;  but  if  business  resumes,  as 
(nal,  in  the  spring,  and  sufficient  notice  were  given  to  enable  capital- 
ta  from  the  east,  as  well  as  those  in  the  Territory,  to  purchase,  I 
ive  no  doubt  it  would  sell  for  as  much  as  $400,000. 

Question  1373.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  the  property  had 
>en  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  tell  the  date.     I  should  think,  : 
I  recollect  the  date  of  another  circumstance  that  came  in  connexion 
H.  Rep.  Com.  351 16 
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all  claimed  by  pre-emption,  and  of  course  sold  at  thQ  minimum  price 
per  acre.  I  think  it  was  divided  up  into  small  tracts,  many  of  the 
purchasers  only  getting  forty  acres. 

Question  1382.  Do  you  know  any  portion  of  the  tract  sold  in  185$ 
which  has  been  sold  since  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  bought  and  sold  considerable  of  it  myself. 

Question  1383.  What  has  it  usually  sold  for? 

Answer.  It  has  sold  all  the  way  from  $20  per  acre  to  $10, 000.  For 
the  last  acre  I  bought  I  paid  $6, 000— $3, 000  down,  and  $3,000  in 
sixty  days,  at  two  per  cent,  a  month. 

Question  1384.  That  was  in  the  town  of  Minneapolis  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1385.  I  now  ask  you  with  reference  to  land  which  has 
been  sold  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

'  Answer.  The  price  would  depend  entirely  on  the  time  the  sale  was 
made.  The  same  land  would  have  sold  for  twice  as  much  last  spring 
as  it  would  have  done  two  years  before.  Most  of  that  land  sold  last 
spring  of  which  I  had  any  Knowledge  sold  at  prices  ranging  from  $25 
to  $60  per  acre.  A  farm  which  I  thought  of  purchasing  of  Mr.  Per- 
Irins  was  held  at  $50  per  acre.  It  had,  however,  some  improvements 
>n  it. 

Question  1386.  Did  that  portion  of  the  reserve  lie  on  both  sides  of 
;lie  river. 

Answer.  I  believe  not.  I  have  always  understood  that  it  was  all 
>n  the  west  side  of  the  river.  The  river  does  not  run  exactly  north 
md  south,  but  it  is  what  would  be  understood  as  the  west  side  of  the 
Mississippi. 

Question  1387.  What  are  your  personal  relations  with  Mr.  Steele? 

Answer.  Perfectly  friendly,  so  far  as  I  know.  I  met  him  very  cor- 
lially  as  he  went  out  of  the  room  just  now.  Our  relations  have  always 
>een  friendly,,  so  far- as  I  know. 

Question  1388.  Do  you  know  any  parties  who  would  have  been 
billing  to  have  paid  $400,000  for  that  property? 

Answer.  I  think  I  da. 

Question  1389.  Will  you  name  them  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  could  mention  three  in  our  office.  Colonel  Aldrich, 
:kj  brother,  and  myself.  I  could  not  state  absolutely  with  regard  to 
thers,  but  my  impression  is  that  two-thirds  of  the  people  in  that 
ei^hborhood  would  have  been  willing  to  have  sold  their  property  at 
ash  value  and  purchased  at  that  price. 

Question  1890.  Do  you  know  of  any  parties  who  would  be  willing 
:>  give  within  thirty  per  cent,  of  that  price  for  it  now  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  I^could  find  persons  who  would  let  their 
i*operty  go  at  cash  value  in  exchange.  I  do  not  know  that  there  iu*e 
ersons  there  now  who  have  the  money  to  purchase.  When  I  left 
tere,  money  was  very  scarce,  and  I  understand  it  is  still. 
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EocaminaJlum  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1391.  Are  you  acquainted  with  a  tract  of  land  sold  by 
Mr.  Steele  some  time  ago  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  pointed  out  to  me  there  a  tract  which  it  wag 
said  he  sold. 

Question  1392.  What  is  its  proportionat'C  value  to  Port  Snelling? 

Answer.  The  soil  is  probably  not  as  good  ;  but,  t^ng  every  thing 
into  consideration,  I  should  think  it  was  worth  twice  as  much  as  the 
land  of  the  reservation  would  average. 

Question  1393.  Taking  the  tract  of  the  Port  Snelling  reservation 
generally,  is  it  well  adapted  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is.  I  have  been  brought  up  on  a  farm,  and  I 
think  I  know  something  of  the  quality  of  soil.  I  call  the  soil  of  that 
tract  good  land. 

Captain  J.  B.  S.  Todd  sworn. 
Examination  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1394.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  facts  and  circumstances 
^dttending  the  sale  of  the  Port  Snelling  reservation  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  of  my  ovra  knowledge.  All  I  know  is  what 
^Tiave  seen  in  the  papers. 

Question  1395.  Were  you  on  the  reservation,  or  near  it,  at  the  time 
the  sale  was  made  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  not. 

Question  1396.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation? 

Answer.  My  residence  the  past  summer  has  been  at  Sionx  dty, 
Iowa.     I  am  the  sutler  for  Fort  Randall. 

Question  1397.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  Port  Snelling  reserva- 
tion ?    Have  you  ever  been  on  it  or  examined  it  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question  1398.  What  would  you  fix  as  its  value  in  June  last? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  give  its  value.     I  left  there  m 
^he  fall  of  1854.     I  have  been  there  twice  since,   but  only  to  remain 
Vor  perhaps  a  couple  of  days.     There  is  a  portion  of  the  reserve  Tal- 
liable,  and  another  portion  not  so  valuable. 

Question  1399.  Do  you  regard  that  point  as  eligible  for  a  town? 

Answer.  In  the  early  settlement  of  the  Territory  it  was  regarded 
as  the  most  eligible  point  in  the  neighborhood  for  a  town ;  but  I  think 
that,  at  the  present  time,  the  importance  of  Port  Snelling  as  a  town 
site  is  very  much  lessened,  from  the  fact  that  so  many  towns  have 
sprung  up  above  and  below :  St.  Paul,  below  ;  St.  Anthony  and  Min* 
neapolis  above,  and  Mendota  opposite. 

Question  1400.  Do  you  think  it  is  practicable  at  this  time  to  hwH 
a  town  there,  considering  the  rapid  growth  of  St.  Paul  and  the  other 
towns  in  the  neighborhood  which  you  have  mentioned? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  a  town  could  be  built  there.    It  is  a  very   ^^ 
eligible  point  for  a  town.  jw 
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Question  1401.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  Fort  Snel- 
ing  ought  to.be  retained  as  a  military  post  by  the  government? 

Answer.  If  the  government  intends  to  keep  troops  in  that  neigh- 
)orhood,  Fort  Snelling  might,  and  undoubtedly  would,  have  been  of 
ervice  as  a  military  depot ;  and  yet,  while  I  was  in  command  there, 
or  several  years,  (I  have  been  connected  with  the  army  until 
lighteen  months  ago,)  the  supplies  for  Fort  Ripley,  125  miles  above, 
^ere  never  transported  from  Fort  Snelling.  They  were  landed  at  St. 
^aul,  and  shipped  from  there  without  going  to  Fort  Snelling.  I  am 
inder  the  impression  that  the  same  thing  was  done  in  regard  to  Fort 
lidgley,  which  is  situated  about  125  miles  up  the  Minnesota  river. 

recollect  that  they  were  landed  at  St.  Paul,  and  reshipped  to  the 
ort  direct,  in  1853  and  1854. 

Question  1402.  Is  not  the  country  round  Fort  Snelling  now  thickly 
copulated  ? 

Answer.  I  am  under  that  impression. 

Question  1403.  Could  not  the  government  supply  the  forts  meii- 
ioned  by  you  as  cheaply  without  the  fort  as  they  could  by  retain- 

Qgit? 

Answer.  The  forage  at  Fort  Ripley  is  grown  in  that  neighborhood, 
•ince  1852  they  have  been  supplied  with  forage  from  Benton  county, 
pposite  the  fort,  on  the  east  side  of  it.  Previous  to  that  our  forage 
ame  from  St.  Paul.  It  cost  us,  if  I  recollect  correctly,  about  $112 
^r  hundred  then.  From  1852  until  1854,  when  I  left  that  post, 
re  obtained  it  from  the  neighborhood  for  from  seventy-five  cents  to  a 
bllar.  We  found  it,  therefore,  cheaper  to  obtain  it  from  the  sur- 
ounding  country. 

Question  1404.  From  your  knowledge  acquired  in  1854,  and  from 
our  occasional  visits  since,  what,  in  your  opinion,  was  the  fair  value 
f  that  reservation,  supposing  it  to  contain  eight  thousand  acres,  at 
ie  time  of  the  sale ;  and  what  ought  the  government  fairly  to  have 
3alized  by  the  sale  of  that  tract  of  land? 

Answer.  When  I  first  heard  of  the  sale,  I  heard  that  it  was  sold  for 
M),000.  When  I  first  saw  the  sale  announced  in  the  papers,  I  thought 
.  was  a  fair  sale  for  the  government  and  a  fair  sale  for  Mr.  Ste^e. 
Wo  years  before,'  lands  in  the  neighborhood,  adjoining  the  reserve, 
aproved  lands,  have  sold  at  twelve  dollars  per  acre— very  fine  farm- 
ig  lands,  partly  wooded.  I  should  judge  the  sale  at  $90,000  was  a 
ir  one  for  the  government,  and  a  good  one  for  Mr.  Steele. 


WEDNESDAY,  Febbuaby  17,  1858. 

Hon.  Geobgb  L.  Beckeb  sworn. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  1405.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  facts  and  circum- 
uices  connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
lelling;  if  so,  state  them? 
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real  estate  transactions,  of  which  I  was  cognizant  of,  in  that  neigh- 
borhood, and  npon  which,  in  a  great  measure,  I  base  my  estimate  of 
the  value  of  the  lands  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  if  the  com- 
mittee wish  it. 

Question  1415.  Do  you  know  how  you  came  to  be  summoned  here  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  » 

Question  1416.  Were  you  summoned  from  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  was  summoned  during  the  past  week,  in  this 
city. 

Question  1417.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  if  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony, 
and  Minneapolis,  had  not  the  start  they  have.  Fort  Snelling  would  be 
an  eligible  site  for  a  town  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  it  wou^d. 

Question  1418.  Do  you  suppose  that  if  Fort  Snelling  had  been 
offered  at  public  sale  there  would  have  been  a  fair  competition  for 
the  purchase  of  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  should  judge  that  the  probabilities  are, 
that  if  a  public  sale  had  taken  place,  the  same  thing  would  have 
<)ccarred  which  took  place  in  reference  to  that  part  of  the  reserve 
which  was  sold  some  three  or  four  years  ago. 

Qaestion  1419.  If  it  had  been  sold  in  small  parcels,  would  not  you, 
as  a  ^)eculator,  have  been  desirous  of  purchasing  a  portion  of  it? 

Answer.  You  are  aware  that  we  have  a  system  in  the  west  which 
18  a  part  of  the  unwritten  law  c£  the  land,  by  which  claim  associations 
are  formed  by  parties  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  each  other  at 
these  public  sales.  It  is  very  rare  that  government  land  ever  brings 
mcH'e  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre  at  public  sale. 

Qaestion  1420.  Does  not  that  system  apply  mostly  to  those  claiming 
pre-emption  rights  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Qaestion  1421.  Is  it  considered  honorable  among  the  men  in  your 
country  to  carry  out  such  a  system  where  there  are  no  pre-emption 
rights? 

Answer.  It  is.  We  do  not  look  upon  the  government  as  a  land 
apecolator.  Such  combinations  were  formed  at  the  time  a  portion  of 
this  reserve  was  sold  three  or  four  years  ago.  Claims  were  made 
upcm  it,  and  the  parties  went  on  to  make  improvements.  An  asso* 
ciation  was  formed  by  the  parties  interested.  They  appeared  at  the 
land  office  on  the  day  of  sale.  The  sale  was  conducted  quietly  and 
without  disturbance,  but  the  land  was  all  purchased  at  a  dollar  and  a 
quarter  per  acre. 

Question  1422.  Were  you  ever  engaged  in  such  a  combination  ? 

Answer.  I  bid  off  a  part  of  that  land. 

Question  1423.  Then  you  consider  it  fair  to  fleece  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  consider  it  fair  to  fleece  the  govern- 
ment, and  I  am  not  aware  that  I  have  ever  been  -engaged  in  any  such 
prooaeding. 

Qaestion  1424.  Do  you  think  it  fair  to  engage  in  a  combination  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  the  government  property  at  greatly  less  than 
its  value  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  it  fair  to  engage  in  a  combination 
to  get  the  government  property  at  greatly  less  than  its  value. 

Question  1425.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  in  this  city  with 
any  parties  in  reference  to  this  sale  ?  and  if  so,  state  with  whom. 

Answer.  There  are  several  Minnesotians  in  the  city  with  whom  I 
have  had  conversation  on  the  subject.  I  think  I  have  talked  with 
Mr.  Rice,  with  both  of  my  colleagues,  Messrs.  Phelps  and  Cavanagh, 
I  cannot  mention  them  all.  I  think  there  are  some  ten  or  twelve 
that  I  have  talked  with  on  the  subject. 

Question  1426,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Are  you  a  member  elect  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  from  Minnesota? 

Answer.  I  am. 

IktamiiwJtionoy  Mr.  FavUcner. 

Question  1427.  Will  you  explain  what  you  mean  by  the  remark 
that  you  consider  it  perfectly  justifiable  to  purchase  these  lands  of 
the  government  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre,  although  worth 
more,  and  yet  that  you  do  not  regard  the  exercise  of  that  right  a» 
fleecing  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  consider  it  justifiable  because  the  men  who  were  there 
were  the  pioneers  of  the  country.  They  had  settled  upon  the  lands, 
and  had  expended,  many  of  them,  a  very  considerable  amount  in  im- 
provements. The  chief  value  the  lands  had  was  given  them  by  ex- 
penditures in  the  shape  of  improvements.  The  lands  of  themselves 
were  worth  no  more  than  any  other  lands  of  the  government.  Upon 
the  tract  I  speak  of,  I  had  myself  expended  several  thousand  doUtfB, 
with  the  expectation  that  I  should  get  it  from  the  government  at  what 
is  called  the  minimum  price — ^that  is,  $1  25  per  acre. 

Question  1428.  Will  you  state,  from  your  knowledge  of  the  Fort 
Snelling  reservation,  whether  its  sale  at  $90,000,  upon  the  terms  on 
\  which  it  was  sold,  was  a  fair  sale  for  the  government  ? 

I  Answer.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  the  credit  given.     I  think  it 

I  was  one  or  two  years  for  two-thirds  the  purchase  money.     It  was  all 

t  I  would  be  willing  to  give  for  that  property,  and  I  should  not  be 

^  willing  to  take  a  share  in  it  now  at  that  rate. 

.  Question  1429.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  commissioners  realized 
by  that  arrangement  as  much  for  the  benefit  of  the  government  a» 
they  could  have  realized  by  any  other  mode  of  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  did.  I  think  they  realized  more  than  they 
would  have  done  from  a  public  sale. 

IhxLminaJtUm  by  Mr.  Pettit. 

Question  1430.  If  the  reservation  had  been  subdivided  into  tracte 

I  of  from  one  hundred  to  ten  acres,  and  the  commissioners  had  invited 

proposals,  reserving  the  right  to  accept  or  reject  the  offers  made,  do* 

you  believe,  considering  the  anxiety  at  that  time  in  the  neighborhood 

,^  to  purchase  the  land,  there  would  have  been  any  difficulty  in  gettinf 

1  purchasers  at  the  full  price  ? 
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Answer.  If  the  terms  of  sale  had  been  cash,  I  think  there  would 
have  been  diflSculty,  because  we  commenced  feeling  the  pressure  in 
the  money  market  there  at  the  time  of  sale.  We  felt  it  more  or  less 
during  the  whole  of  the  last  season.  If  the  reserve  had  been  sub- 
divided and  sold  in  that  way,  I  take  it  for  granted  it  would  have  been 
for  cash,  for  the  government  would  hardly  have  given  long  credit  to 
80  many  parties. 

Question  1431.  Was  not  the  most  active  time  in  buying  and  selling' 
land  in  the  Territory  and"  in  that  region,  about  the  time  when  the 
Fort  Snelling  reservation  was  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  a  pretty  active  time  about  then. 

Question  1432.  If,  then,  this  was  an  active  period  in  land  buying* 
and  land  selling,  why  do  you  say  that  purchasers  could  not  have  been 
found  if  the  tract  had  been  subdivided  ? 

Answer.  The  real  estate  transactions  in  our  Territory  have  been 
based  upon  credit  to  a  very  great  extent.  My  answer  to  your  ques- 
tion was  based  upon  the  supposition  that  it  would  be  a  cash  sale. 

Question  1433.  The  plan  proposed  by  me,  in  my  first  question,  wai» 
on  the  supposition  that  the  sale  would  be  made  on  the  terms  adopted 
by  the  commissioners  in  respect  to  credit.  Would  there  then  have 
been  any  difficulty  in  obtaining  purchasers  at  the  full  price  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  the  full  price.  There 
are  some  portions  of  that  reserve  that  would  bring  more  than  the 
price  per  acre  it  sold  for;  there  are  other  portions  that  would 
hardly  bring  $1  25  an  acre  if  offered  at  public  sale.  There  are  some 
choice  places  upon  it  that  would  bring  large  sums  of  money,  compa- 
ratively speaking,  and  there  are  other  portions  that  would  not  be  con- 
sidered valuable  for  any  purpose.  The  falls  of  Minnehaha  constitute 
a  valuable  water  power  for  manufacturing^  purposes. 

Question  1434.  When  you  speak  of  that  part  of  the  reservation 
not  worth  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre,  do  you  confine  yourself  to- 
the  land  subject  to  overflow  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  in  a  measure. 

Question  1435.  What,  on  the  average,  would  the  remainder  have 
been  worth,  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  answer  that  question,  because  I  do  not  know 
the  number  of  acres  in  the  reservation  ;  it  would  require  a  pretty  close 
examination  of  the  whole  of  it,  of  all  its  advantages  and  disadvan- 
tages to  answer  the  question  folly. 

Question  1436.  Would  there,  in  the  manner  proposed  in  my  first 
question,  supposing  the  commissioners  had  given  the  same  credit  that 
was,  in  fact,  given  to  Mr.  Steele,  have  been  any  difficulty  in  realizing 
a  fair  price  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  there  would  not ;  I  should  think  $90,000 
a  fair  price  for  the  property ;  I  remember  the  sale  of  160  acres  of 
land,  adjoining  the  reserve,  of  better  quality  than  the  average  of  the 
reserve,  upon  which  I  held  a  mortgage,  and  I  base  my  estimate  to 
some  extent  upon  that. 

Question  1437.  Is  it  not  true  that,  in  last  June,  farming  lands  in 
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the  vicinity  of  St.  Paul  and  the  Burrounding  towns,  were  selling  at  $30 
or  140  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  Lands  near  St.  Paul  and  near  Minneapolis  were  probably 
held  at  about  that  price,  but  a  large  portion  of  this  land  lying  up  the 
Minnesota  would  not  be  worth  as  much  ;  lands  in  the  neighboi^ood, 
of  equal  value,  have,  in  the  past  season,  sold  from  $10  to  $20  per 
acre,  some,  perhaps,  as  high  as  $20 ;  the  land  on  the  reserve  is  in 
many  parts  sandy,  and,  as  I  said  in  the  commencement,  below  the 
average  of  farming  lands  in  that  region. 

Question  1438.  Is  your  opinion  of  the  value  of  that  reservatioD 
based  upon  the  supposition  that  it  is  adapted  to  farming  purposes 
only? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  consider  it  valuable  for  nothing  else. 

Question  1439.  Was  there  not  at  that  time  a  general  anxiety  to 
purchase  the  lands  of  this  reserve  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1440.  Would  not  then  a  sale  by  propoeab,  such  as  I  have 
named,  have  invited  a  very  general  competition  ? 
Ill  III  Answer.  That  question  I  could  hardly  answer  ;  it  may  be  that  some 

combination  would  have  been  formed  so  that  a  large  number  of  pro- 
posals would  not  have  been  received ;  I  have  stated  before  tiist, 
whenever  government  property  is  announced  to  be  sold  at  public  sale, 
there  is  a  very  generm  disposition  to  enter  into  combinations ;  it  ii 
4iffioult,  for  persons  not  familiar  with  the  land  policy  of  the  weei,  to 
understand  the  feeling  that  exists  on  the  subject  among  the  people. 
I  i  Question  1441.  Do  I  understand  you  that,  if  the  oommissicmers  had 

f  ii  advertised  to  reoeive  proposals,  reserving  to  themselves  the  right  of 

accepting  or  rejecting  them,  there  would  have  been  any  such  combi- 
nation formed  ? 

Answer.  Beal  estate  dealers  are  not  very  numerous  in  that  vicinitj, 
and  they  are  pretty  well  known  to  each  other ;  parties  desiring  to 
bid  would  naturally  be  brought  together ;  if  the  reserve  had  been 
sold  in  the  way  you  suggest,  I  think  it  would  have  produced  the  same 
result,  which  I  mentioned,  in  reference  to  the  portion  of  the  reserve 
first  sold ;  in  that  instance,  there  were  some  two  or  thr«e  hundred 
persons  interested  in  the  purchase,  and  yet  a  combination  was  formed; 
if  proposals  were  invited  by  public  advertisement,  as  you  suggest,  it 
is  likely  there  might  be  two  or  three  hundred  persons  wishing  to 
purchase ;  they  would  probably  be  brought  together,  more  or  lesB, 
before  the  sale  ;  it  would  be  ascertained  what  portion  each  wished  to 
purchase,  and  before  the  sale  took  place,  it  is  likely  snch  a  combiBa- 
ticm  would  be  formed. 

Question  1442.  You  do  not  still  explain  how  all  persons  wiahii^  io 
purchase  there  may  be  engaged  in  such  a  combination? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  can  make  any  other  explanation  than 
I  have  made.  I  have  not  said  that  all  persons  desiring  to  purcbaae 
would  be  embraced  in  a  combination.     I  do  not  think  they  would. 

Question  1443.  If  so,  how  would  those  persons  not  embraced  be 
prevented  from  making  a  fair  oflFer? 
1  Answer.  They  would  not  be  prevented. 
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Question  1444.  What  do  you  know  of  the  comparative  population 
surrounding  Fort  Snelling,  and  that  which  surrounded  Fort  Dearborn 
at  the  time  of  its  sale? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  the  site  of  Fort  Dearborn,  or  about 
Chicago.  As  I  understand  the  sale  was  made  20  years  ago,  I  suppose 
it  was  a  very  small  town  compared  with  what  it  is  now. 

Question  1445.  What  is  the  population  of  the  villages  within  a 
dozen  miles  from  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  St.  Paul  has  from  twelve  to  fifteen  thousand  inhabitants ; 
St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis  perhaps  eight  or  nine  thousand,  and 
Mendota  perhaps  from  two  to  three  hundred. 

Question  1446,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Can  you  inform  us  whether  there 
was  or  was  not  a  wild  spirit  of  land  speculation  in  that  section  of 
country  last  June  ? 

Answer.  There  was,  and  lands  were  held  and  sold  far  above  their 
value  at  that  time.  I  myself  have  sold  lands  within  the  last  12  months 
which,  to-day,  would  not  bring  half  the  price,  and  are  not  worth  half 
the  price  they  sold  for. 

Question  1447,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Are  you  the  owner  of  property  in 
St.  Paul? 

Answer.  I  am,  to  a  small  extent. 


Cybus  Aldbich  sworn. 
Hxamination  hy  the  chairman. 

Question  1448.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances  attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reserve  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  except  from  hearsay. 

Question  1449.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  Minneapolis,  at  the  Falls  of  St.  Anthony.  My 
business  for  the  last  few  years  haa  been  that  of  operating  in  real 
estate. 

Question  1450.  Are  you  acquainted  with  that  reservation,  the  char* 
acter  of  its  soil,  &c.,  from  personal  knowledge  and  examination  of  it? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  am  with  the  whole  of  it.  I  have  nev^* 
been  over  it  with  a  view  to  examine  it.  I  have  rode  over  it  in  two 
directions  only. 

Question  1451.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  Two  years  the  coming  summer. 

Question  1452.  Have  you  a  knowledge  of  the  value  of  real  estate 
in  the  neighborhood  of  ibis  reserv£^tion? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have.  I  have  never  bought  or  sold  land  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  it,  except  town  lots,  or  something  of  that  kind, 
in  the  town  where  I  live. 

Question  1463.  What,  in  your  opinion,  was  that  reservation  worth 
per  acre  in  June  last,  taking  into  consideration  all  its  advantages  and 
disadvantages  ? 

Answer.  I  give  it  as  my  opinion,  and  that  is  the  opinion  of  almost 
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every  man  acquainted  with  the  property,  that  it  was  worth  at  that 
time  forty  or  fifty  dollars  an  acre. 

Question  1464.  Do  you  know  how  many  acres  there  are  in  the 
reserve  ? 

Answer.  Only  from  hearsay.     From  eight  to  ten  thousand  acres. 

Question  1455.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  that  land  is  subject 
to  overflow  ?     If  so,  how  much  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  never  been  upon  the  river  bot- 
tom, nor  do  I  know  that  I  ever  heard  how  much  is  subject  to  over- 
flow ;  but  I  have  heard  that  some  little  portion  of  it  is. 

Question  1456.  In  fixing  your  estimate  of  its  value  do  you  base  it 
upon  its  advantages  as  a  town  site  or  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  Upon  both. 

Question  1457.  What  were  those  lands  worth  per  acre  in  June  last 
for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  most  of  it  was  worth  from  $20  to  $30  per 
acre,  and  would  have  sold  for  that.     I  judge  so,  because  lands  ad- 
joining sell  for  about  that  price  with  some  very  little  improvements 
\M  upon  them. 

*  ill  Question  1458.  Do  you  think  if  those  lands  had  been  divided  into 

small  parcels  and  sold  at  public  sale  that  the  amount  which  you  have 
?  \  I  fixed  as  their  value  could  have  been  realized  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do.  I  did  then,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  think  differently 
now.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion  with  me,  and  it  must  be  with  every 
one. 

Question  1459.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  other  land  sales  of 
military  reservations  made  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  except  by  hearsay  and  from  reading. 

Question  1460.  Were  you  in  the  Territory  at  the  time  a  portion  of 
this  reserve  was  sold  in  1855  ? 

Answer.  I  was  there  at  the  time  they  were  proving  up  pre-emp- 
tions upon  the  balance  of  the  reserve.  I  think  none  of  it  was  sold 
at  public  sale  ;  all  of  it  was  pre-empted  under  a  special  act  of  Con- 
gress authorizing  it. 

Question  1461.  Have  you  ever  known  of  the  sale  of  a  military 
reserve  at  public  auction  where  the  government  realized  more  than 
$1  26  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  attended  to  the  subject  of  the  sale  of  mili- 
tary reserves. 

Question  1462.  Do  you  think  it  practical  to  build  a  town  upon 
that  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  do.  It  is  a  favorable  point  for  a  town,  in  my  opimon : 
but  I  am  free  to  say  that  it  would  not  be  as  easy  to  do  it  now  as  ft 
was  some  years  ago.  St.  Paul  being  a  few  miles  below,  and  St.  An- 
thony and  Minneapolis  being  a  few  miles  above,  and  they  havii^  » 
start,  it  would  not  be  so  easy  now  to  build  ja  town  there. 

Question  1463.  Would  it  not  require  a  large  expenditure  of  money 
to  establish  a  town  there? 
.  ,^  Answer.  I  think  it  would. 
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Examination  by  Mr.  Fatdkner. 

QuoBtion  1464.  What  is  there  in  the  character  of  the  location  of  the 
>lace  that  would  stimulate  a  town  of  any  size  there  ? 

Answer.  It  is  at  the  junction  of  the  Mississippi  and  Minnesota 
-ivers,  the  latter  of  which  is  navigable  some  200  miles  to  the  west,  at 
(ome  seasons  of  the  year,  and  the  beauty  of  the  location  would  induce 
>eople  to  settle  there,  I  should  think ;  and  the  navigation  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi to  that  point  is  as  good  as  it  is  to  St.  Paul,  I  think. 

Question  1465.  Has  it  any  peculiar  commercial  and  manufacturing 
id  vantages? 

Answer.  No  manufacturing  advantages,  and  no  commercial  advan- 
tages, except  that  it  is  at  the  junction  of  those  two  rivers. 

Question  1466.  Is  not  St.  Paul  regarded  as  being  at  the  head  of 
lavigation  on  the  Mississippi  river? 

Answer.  It  is  generally  thought  to  be  so  by  people  not  well 
acquainted  there.  The  people  of  St.  Paul  have  taken  a  good  deal  of 
pains  to  have  it  \mderstood  through  the  country  that  St.  Paul  is  the 
[lead  of  navigation  ;  but  that  is  an  incorrect  opinion. 

Question  1467.  Where  do  you  regard  the  head  of  navigation  to  be ; 
18  it  below  the  falls? 

Answer.  The  navigation  from  about  two  miles  above  Fort  Snelling 
8  difficult,  but  there  is  no  more  difficulty  in  running  boats  to  Fort 
Snelling  than  to  St.  Paul.  The  navigation  to  that  point  is,  I  think, 
squally  as  good  as  it  is  at  many  places  below.  Steamers  ran  to  St. 
&.nthony  nearly  half  of  last  season. 

Question  1468.  What,  in  your  judgment,  would  be  the  real  value 
>f  that  reserve  for  agricultural  purposes ;  not  what  in  the  wild  spirit 
>f  speculation  might  be  given  for  it,  but  what  would  it  be  worth  for 
practical  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  That  is  rather  a  difficult  question  to  answer.  As  I  said 
before,  I  have  been  over  the  reservation  only  in  two  directions.  I  am 
told  that  the  soil  varies ;  that  some  of  it  is  more  sandy  than  other 
parts.  I  should  think  it  was  worth  somewhere  about  $20  an  acre  for 
igricidtural  purposes,  when  you  take  into  account  its  location  and 
proximity  to  important  towns. 

Question  1469.  Can  you  inform  us  if  there  was  not,  during  last  sum- 
mer, a  wild  and  rabid  spirit  of  speculation  in  that  country  in  reference 
to  public  lands? 

Answer.  There  was. 

Question  1470.  Were  not  lands  selling  far  beyond  their  intrinsic 
value? 

Answer.  They  were  in  some  localities,  without  doubt,  and  perhaps 
in  most  localities. 

Question  1471.  Would  you  consider  even  the  actual  sales  of  lands 
that  took  place  throughout  that  country,  last  summer,  as  any  evidence 
of  the  real  and  intrinsic  value  of  those  lands?  In  other  words,  were 
not  many  purchases  made  in  a  spirit  of  speculation? 

Answer.  They  were,  undoubtedly ;  and  particularly  in  the  imme- 
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diate  vicinity  of  and  adjoining  towns  and  town  sites.  There  was 
more  speculation  in  town  sites  and  town  lots  than  in  agricnltiiral 
lands. 

Question  1472.  Wherever  the  idea  could  be  entertained  at  all  that 
a  piece  of  property  was  adapted  for  a  town  site,  did  not  the  spirit  of 
speculation  become  rife  and  rabid,  instantly  to  seize  upon  that  land, 
with  a  view  to  speculation? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1473.  Have  there  not  been  many  disappointments  in  the 
views  entertained  upon  that  subject,  and  in  the  speculations  which 
were  entered  into  under  the  influence  of  that  spirit? 

Answer.  There  undoubtedly  have  been  more  or  less. 

Lieutenant  Richard  C.  Druic  sworn. 

Examination  by  the  chmrman. 

U|j  Question  1474.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 

I*  i   I  stances  attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 

ij.;}!  Snelling? 

Answer.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Question  1475.  Are  you  acquainted  with  that  reservation  frcwn 
having  been  upon  it,  and  having  examined  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  never  been  at  Port  Snelling.  The  only 
knowledge  I  have  is  oflScial,  as  connected  with  the  military  depart- 
ment of  the  west. 

Question  1476.  You  are  connected  with  armv? 

Answer.  I  am  aid  to  General  Smith,  and  in  that  way  I  know  pretty 
well  the  views  of  the  department  as  to  the  necessity  of  keeping  up 
Port  Snelling  as  a  military  depot,  and  that  is  the  only  information  I 
have  about  it. 

Question  1477.  Do  you  think  the  government  ought  to  have  re- 
tained Port  Snelling  as  a  military  depot? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  if  the  Minnesota  river  is  navigable — and  it  is 
understood  in  the  department  that  for  six  weeks  or  two  months  of  Ae 
year,  in  May  and  June,  it  is — ^you  can  get  to  Port  Ridgely  by  the 
Minnesota  river.  That  is  the  only  post  at  all  dependent  upon  Fort 
Snelling.  Por  that  reason,  I  can  see  no  necessity  for  keeping  it  up. 
There  was  a  bill  passed  by  Congress,  about  two  years  ago,  for  the 
establishment  of  new  military  posts.  Those  posts  were  to  be  estab- 
lished up  near  Pembina,  but  the  money  has  not  yet  been  expended. 
The  establishment  of  those  posts  would  be  nearly  upon  the  parallel  of 
Lake  Superior,  at  Pond  du  Lac.  In  that  case,  they  could  be  reached 
more  easily  from  Pond  du  Lac  than  from  any  other  point,  and  supplies 
would  probably  be  shipped  that  way. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  1478.  Is  not  Port  Snelling  important  in  supplying  Port 
^^  Bipley? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Question  1479.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  that  section  of  conn* 
iry? 

Answer.  I  have  been  connected  with  the  western  military  depart- 
nent  since  1850 ;  part  of  the  time  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  and  part  of 
;he  time  at  St.  Louis,  at  the  headqueurters  of  the  department. 

Question  1480.  It  is  your  opinion,  then,  that  the  proper  point  of 
supply  to  that  northwestern  section  of  country  will  hereafter  be 
through  the  lakes? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  all  that  part  which  is  considered  as  eastern 
Minnesota,  could  be  best  supplied  that  way ;  western  Minnesota  could 
\ye  better  supplied  from  St.  Louis — ^that  is,  in  case  of  the  establish- 
ment of  the  contemplated  line  of  posts. 

Question  1481.  Then  I  understand  it  is  your  opinion  that  the  only 
iralue  of  Port  Snelling  as  a  depot  would  be  to  supply  Fort  Ridgely  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  that  could  as  well  be  supplied  by  navigation 
Orom  St.  Louis.  The  annual  supplies  are  shipped  from  St.  Louis.  It 
i¥ould  be  88  easy  to  charter  a  vessel  to  proceed  to  Fort  Ridgely  as  to 
Port  Snelling.  Clothing  and  subsistence  stores  are  sent  only  once  a 
jrear — generally  in  the  spring  of  the  year.  If  they  do  not,  they  can 
easily  arrange  it  so  as  to  do  so.  All  requisitions  are  required  to  come 
in  at  a  certain  period  of  the  year. 

Question  1482.  Is  it  your  opinion,  then,  that  it  would  be  a  direct 
loss  and  inconvenience  to  the  government  to  make  a  transhipment  at 
Port  Snelling,  instead  of  directly  transporting  the  supplies  from  St, 
Louis  to  Port  Ridgely  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  always. 

Question  1483.  What  is  the  character  of  the  supplies  sent  up  to 
this  fort  each  year  ? 

Answer.  Clothing  and  subsistence  stores.  The  amount,  of  course, 
varies  with  the  size  of  the  garrison.  It  is  probable  that  at  one  time 
there  will  be  only  one  company  there,  and  at  another,  two  or  three. 
There  is  no  permanent  garrison  scarcely  at  any  of  these  posts. 

Question  1484.  How  is  Port  Ridgely  supplied  With  its  forage ;  is  it 
taken  there,  or  is  it  supplied  from  the  neighborhood  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  in  the  neighborhood.  I  have  never  heard  of 
Euiy  being  shipped  to  that  country. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1485.  It  is  your  opinion,  then,  that  Fort  Snelling  was 
worthless  to  the  government  aa  a  depot  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was  at  all  necessary  to  keep  up  Fort 
Snelling  as  a  depot  for  Port  Ridgely. 

Question  1486.  Were  you  ever  there  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1487.  Ever  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1488.  Ever  in  that  northwest  region  of  country  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  south  of  the  Missouri. 
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Qnestion  1489.  Ever  in  the  vicinity  of  the  chain  of  lakes  and  bays 
of  Minnesota? 

Answer.  I  travelled  once  through  western  Minnesota. 

Question  1490.  When? 

Answer.  In  1855,  upon  the  return  of  the  Sioux  expedition. 

Question  1491.  That  is  the  only  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1492.  Then  all  you  know  is  what  you  learn  fnnn  your  su- 
periors ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  express  my  own  opinion. 

Question  1493.  How  did  you  have  your  attention  called  to  this 
matter  ? 

Answer.  It  is  part  of  my  duty  to  know  these  things. 

Question  1494.  Is  it  part  of  your  duty  to  determine  whether  Fort 
Snelling  is  necessary  as  a  military  depot  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1495.  Then  how  did  you  have  your  attention  called  to  it? 

Answer.  By  seeing  the  communications  that  were '  made  upon  the 

subject,  by  daily  reference  to  the  maps  with  which  we  are  supplied  at 

the  War  Department,   and  more  particularly  by  the  report  of  the 

Pembina  expedition  of  1856  or   1857,  under  Colonel  &nith.    He 

r  ^  made  a  lengthy  report.     We  generally  discuss  those  matters. 

Question  1496.  Did  this  discussion  and  this  examination  take  place 
:H  since  the  reservation  was  sold,  or  before? 

Answer.  Before. 

Question  1497.  How  long  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  They  had  no  direct  reference  to  Fort  Snel- 
ling. 

Question  1498.  When  did  you  first  think  about  it  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question  1499.  All  that  you  can  say  is,  that  you  thought  about  it, 
without  giving  us  any  of  the  particulars  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
your  attention  was  brought  to  it  ? 

Answer.  My  examination  had  no  reference  to  any  investigation 
upon  the  subject.     It  was  done  in  the  course  of  my  duty. 

Question  1600.  It  was  a  part  of  your  duty,  I  understand  you,  to 
examine  and  ascertain  whether  it  was  necessary  to  retain  Port  Snel- 
ling as  a  military  depot  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  say  that  papers  frequently  come  before  ns 
and 

Question  1501.  What  papers  were  they? 

Answer.  Reports  of  officers  of  the  army. 

Question  1502.  Name  those  reports. 

Answer.  I  cannot  name  them  particularly;  I  can  mention  one 
report. 

Question  1503.  What  report? 

Answer.  Colonel  Smith  made  a  report  of  the  Pembina  expedition. 

Question  1504.  Did  he  discuss  the  propriety  or  impropriety,  the 
necessity  or  non-necessity,  of  retaining  Port  Snellinir  as  a  militan- 
depot? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1505.  Then  why  did  that  report  call  your  attention  to 
the  subject? 

Answer.  Because  the  system  of  protection  to  that  frontier  was 
about  to  be  changed.  His  expedition  was  sent  out  to  examine  the 
country,  and  to  report  upon  the  location  of  posts  in  the  region  of 
country  about  Pembina,  in  compliance  with  the  appropriation  made 
by  Congress.  It  was  intended  by  that  appropriation — and  I  have  no 
doubt  the  subject  was  well  digested  by  the  department — ^to  establish 
posts  in  that  region  of  country,  and  to  keep  them  outside  of  the  set- 
tlements. Settlements  have  advanced  beyond  some  of  the  present 
posts,  and  it  is  usual  to  move  them  out  after  the  settlements  have 
become  strong  enough  to  protect  themselves. 

Question  1506.  How  do  you  know  that  settlements  have  advanced 
far  beyond  them? 

Answer.  I  know  it  from  report  only. 

Question  1507.  Just  from  report  ? 

Answer.  I  mean  from  official  reports. 

Question  1508.  All  the  information  you  have,  then,  upon  this  sub- 
ject you  have  derived  from  official  reports,  and  not  from  personal 
knowledge  ? 

Answer.   I  have  no  personal  knowledge  upon  the  subject. 

Question  1609.  Where  are  you  stationed  now? 

Answer.  At  St.  Louis. 

Question  1510.  Were  you  subpoenaed  from  St.  Louis? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1511.  Do  you  know  how  you  came  to  be  subpoenaed  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Examination  ly  Mr.  FavUkner. 

Question  1512.  Is  it  not  your  duty  as  an  officer  to  examine  the 
various  routes  of  transportation  by  which  troops  must  be  supplied? 

Answer.  Always. 

Question  1513.  And  must  not  your  attention  as  a  military  officer  be 
directed  to  obtaining  this  information  from  maps  and  other  sources, 
and,  as  «n  officer,  to  form  a  judgment  from  such  sources  of  informa- 
tion? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1514.  Has  not  your  attention  for  some  years  past  been 
directed  to  the  various  channels  of  supply  for  the  different  posts? 

Answer.  Ever  since  1850  I  have  given  much  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, but  more  particularly  since  I  have  been  upon  General  Smith's 
staff,  and  have  come  into  contact  with  the  reports  and  other  sources 
of  information  which  I  have  examined.  That  information  is  always 
reliable,  or  at  least  is  considered  so. 

Question  1515,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Your  information  in  relation  to 
Fort  Snelling,  I  understand  you  to  say,  was  derived  from  your  official 
connexion  with  the  military  department  including  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1516,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Has  any  communication  from  that 
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there  waa  such  a  rumor  general  through  the  western  country. 

Question  1519,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)     Was  there  no  discussion 
office  relative  to  the  propriety  of  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I  recollect,  until  subsequent  to  tl 

Question  1520,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Were  you,  or  any  of  the 
in  your  department,  consulted  by  the  Secretary  of  War  rela 
the  propriety  of  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  know  of  no  official  infoi 
which  emanated  from  that  department  in  reference  to  it. 

Question  1621,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Have  you  had  any  conve 
with  the  Secretary  of  War  since  the  sale  relative  to  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1522,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Have  you  been  in  the  h 
expressing  your  opinions  publicly,  as  you  have  here,  in  regard 
propriety  of  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  to  a  few  of  the  stafiF  of  General 
I  have  not  conversed  in  respect  to  it  publicly  as  a  matter  of  j 
conversation. 


.  Capt.  J.  A.  Whitall  sworn. 
Examination  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1623.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  < 
fitances  attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  i 
Snelling? 

Answer.  None  at  all,  except  the  common  report  that  it  was 

Question  1624.  Have  you  ever  been  upon  the  reservation? 

Answer.  Frequently. 

Question  1625.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  number  of  a 
contains,  and  also  with  the  character  and  quality  of  the  soil? 

Answer.  I  think  it  contains  about  eight  or  nine  thousand  ac: 
was  there  when  the  original  portion  of  it  was  sold,  and  I  know 
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reservation,  and  of  the  lands  in  its  vicinity,  as  would  enable  you  to 
give  us  an  opinion  of  its  value  at  the  time  of  its  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  should  think  not  a  reliable  opinion.  My  opinion 
last  summer  was  that  a  very  high  price  was  paid  for  it. 

Question  1527.  How  long  were  you  stationed  at  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  About  two  years. 

Question  1528.  When? 

Answer.  About  fifteen  years  ago.     I  was  there  this  last  fall. 

Question  1529.  Where  have  you  been  stationed  for  the  last  two 
years? 

Answer.  In  Texas,  Florida,  and  Kansas. 

Question  1530.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  military  posts  beyond 
Port  Snelling — Fort  Ridgely  and  Fort  Ripley? 

Answer.  With  Fort  Ripley  I  am.  I  know  only  from  common  re- 
port in  relation  to  Fort  Ridgely ;  I  have  never  been  there. 

Question  1531.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  Fort  Snelling 
ought  to  be  retained  by  the  government  for  military  purposes? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  would  not ;  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary. 

Question  1532.  Will  you  give  the  committee  your  reasons  why  you 
cannot  regard  that  fort  as  necessary  for  a  military  post  or  depot? 

Answer.  The  country  is  thickly  settled  there,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  necessity  for  troops.  As  a  depot,  boats  can  generally  load 
in  the  spring  at  St.  Louis,  and  go  directly  to  Fort  Ridgely.  Small 
boats  run  up  the  Minnesota  in  the  spring  as  far  as  Fort  Ridgely.  I 
think  it  would  be  kept  up  at  greater  expense  than  to  supply  Fort 
Ridgely  by  contract.  Fort  Ripley,  I  believe,  has  been  abandoned.  It 
was  temporarily  garrisoned  last  fdl,  but  it  is  understood  that  it  has 
been  abandoned.  I  believe  for  four  or  five  years  it  has  not  been  sup- 
plied from  Fort  Snelling. 

Mcaminaiion  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1533.  Will  you  inform  the  committee  whether  the  same 
class  of  boats  ply  on  the  Mississippi  river  between  St.  Louis  and  Fort 
Snelling  as  run  up  the  St.  Peter's  river? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  should  think  not.  I  said  that  light  draught 
boats  could  load  at  St.  Louis  in  the  spring,  and  run  up  to  Fort  Ridge- 
ly. There  is  a  very  large  class  of  boats  that  go  to  St.  Paul,  much 
larger  than  can  go  up  to  Fort  Ridgely. 

Question  1534.  If  this  larger  class  of  boats  that  you  speak  of  should 
carry  the  supplies  for  the  army  to  any  point  on  the  upper  Mississippi, 
would  they  not  have  to  be  transhipped  to  small  boats  to  go  up  the 
Minnesota  river? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  if  they  were  carried  up  in  these  large  boats ;  but 
it  would  be  bad  policy  for  the  government  to  send  supplies  in  these 
large  boats  when  they  could  send  them  in  light  boats  that  would  go 
right  up  to  the  fort. 

Question  1535.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  the  government  has 
sent  up  small  boats  from  St.  Louis  to  Fort  Ridgely  with  supplies  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  only  speak  of  what  I  have  heard. 
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Question  1536.  Do  you  know  any  instance  in  which  it  has  ever 
been  done  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively.  I  have  always  understood  so.  I 
do  not  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge.  I  have  known  small 
boats  go  down  the  river  when  I  was  there,  and  I  presume  they  were 
going  to  St.  Louis. 

Question  1537,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Will  yon  state  what  have  been 
your  opportunities  of  forming  a  judgment  of  the  value  of  that  reser- 
vation ? 

Answer.  When  I  was  stationed  there  I  hunted  all  over  it.    I  knew 
the  rich  land  and  the  poor  land.     I  heard  of  the  sale  as  a  matter  of 
1 1  common  report  through  the  United  States.     I  was  not  present,  but  I 

i  said  at  the  time  that  it  was  the  best  sale  by  the  government  I  had 

ever  heard  of.    Combinations  have  usually  been  formed  by  which  the 
government  lands  have  been  purchased  at  the  minimum  price.    In 
I  ^  this  case  I  understood  there  was  no  combination,  and  that  the  reser- 

1  ^  vation  sold  for  $90, 000.     As  I  have  stated,  I  have  hunted  all  over  it, 

j ,  and  I  do  not  consider  the  land  worth  the  price.     I  consider  some 

,  I  parts  of  it  excellent  land  ;  but,  besides  the  fifteen  or  sixteen  hundred 

;  I    ?  .^cres  of  swamps,  a  part  of  it  is  very  sandy  and  barren.     We  culti- 

J  vated  a  garden  on  the  ridge  back  of  the  fort,  and  found  it  very  rich, 

^  fine  land.    Considering  the  fact  that  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony,  and  Mifl- 

!  *    I  neapolis  are  large  towns  in  the  neighborhood,  I  do  not  think  Port 

i  Snelling  could  be  made  valuable  as  a  town  site,  and  consequentlj  I 

•consider  the  price  paid  very  high.     The  town  of  Mendota  directlj 
I  opposite,  occupied  by  Mr.  Sibley,  never  got  to  be  anything ;  and  I 

think  if  they  bought  it  to  make  a  town  of  it  they  paid  a  very  higl 
price  for  it. 

Question  1538,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Tour  estimate  of  its  value,  thei 
is  based  on  the  supposition  that  it  is  only  valuable  for  fanning  pof- 
poses  ? 

Answer.  It  is  possible  that  a  town  may  be  built  there,  but  I  dono^ 
think  they  can  ever  make  one  of  any  importance. 

Question  1539,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  coin*  U^ 
missioners  could  have  resorted  to  any  other  mode  of  sale  by  which  \  ^ 
they  could  have  realized  as  much  for  the  government  as  by  selling  it  '  "^ 
.at  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  adopted  the  best  mode  for  the  government 
I  think  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public  sale  combinations  would  hate 
been  gotten  up,  and  the  land  purchased  at  a  very  low  price,  as  is 
generally  done  in  the  west. 

Question  1540,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Are  you  connected  with  the 
army  ;  and,  if  so,  where  is  your  station  ? 

Answer.  My  station  now  is  at  Salt  Lake  City.  I  am  a  captain  in 
the  5th  infantry. 

Question  1541,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  How  long  have  you  been  engaged 
in  the  military  service  ? 

Answer.  For  nearly  twenty  years. 

Question  1542.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  in  real 
estate  ? 
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Answer.  Not  much.     I  have  had  agents  enter  land  for  me. 

Question  1543.  Have  you  given  any  particular  attention  to  land  so 
that  you  would  feel  yourself  competent  to  judge  of  the  price  of  lands 
for  farming  or  specidative  purposes  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  I  have  been  in  the  west  long  enough  to 
know  the  di£ference  between  good  lands  and  bad. 

W.  J.  CuLLEN  sworn. 

Examination  by  Mr.  FavJhier. 

Question  1544.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snellii^? 

Answer.  I  knew  there  was  a  sale  ;  that  is  all.  I  have  only  been 
living  in  Minnesota  since  June  last,  and  am  not  as  well  acquainted 
with  the  sale  and  with  the  men  as  many  older  citizens  are. 

Question  1545.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  tract  of  land  embraced 
in  that  reservation  so  as  to  enable  you  to  express  to  this  committee 
an  intelligent  opinion  and  judgment  as  to  its  value  ? 

Answer.  I  passed  over  it  several  times  during  the  last  summer  and 
fall.  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the  entire  tract.  I  have  not  been 
over  it  all. 

Question  1546.  With  what  object  or  purpose  did  you  pass  over  it? 

Answer.  I  passed  over  it  in  going  up  to  pay  the  Indians  their 
aimuities.  I  crossed  over  the  river  at  the  ferry  at  Fort  Snelling,  and 
jpassed  over  the  road  that  passed  through  it.  I  never  was  over  it 
except  on  business  in  going  to  the  agencies. 

Question  1547.  Will  you  give  us  your  opinion  as  to  the  value  of 
that  tract  of  land? 

Answer.  It  is  hard  to  say  what  the  value  would  be  at  the  present 
time.     Property  is  not  selling  so  high  as  it  was  a  few  months  ago. 

Question  1548.  I  speak  of  its  value  in  June,  1857. 

Answer.  There  is  a  portion  of  it  that  was  worth  $50  an  acre. 
There  is  another  portion  of  it,  and  a  large  portion  of  it,  which  I  think 
was  not  worth  $5  an  acre.  It  is  very  sandy.  I  have  seen  some  very 
bad  land  upon  it  and  some  very  good  land.  I  expressed  my  opinion 
to  Mr.  Steele  at  the  time  the  sde  was  made,  that  I  thought  it  sold 
for  all  it  was  worth,  and  that  he  never  would  get  his  money  back,  and 
I  have  not  changed  that  opinion  in  the  least. 

Question  1549.  What  is  your  occupation? 

Answer.  I  am  superintendent  of  Indian  affairs  for  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin. 

Question  1550.  Does  your  position  give  you  an  opportunity  to  see 
much  western  land,  and  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  its  value  ? 

Answer.  I  have,  perhaps,  been  as  much  over  the  western  country 
as  any  other  man  in  that  Territory. 

Question  1551.  Is  it  your  opinion,  then,  that  the  commissioners  who 
made  sale  of  this  land  in  1857  obtctined  as  much  for  it  as  it  is  worth, 
to  the  government? 
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Answer.  It  is  my  candid  opinion  that  they  did.  It  is  further  my 
opinion  that  it  would  not  sell,  the  way  times  are  now,  for  any  such 
amount  of  money.  I  think  it  is  not  worth  as  much  money  as  it  would 
have  been  if  ten  years  ago  it  had  gone  into  the  hands  of  individnab, 
for  the  reason  that  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis  are  now  upon  one 
side  of  it,  and  St.  Paul  upon  the  other.  St.  Paul  is  quite  a  large 
place  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  build  a  rival  town  so  close  to  it 
I  think  it  could  not  be  done.  Fort  Snelling  is  a  beautiful  location  and 
would  have  made  a  beautiful  place  for  a  town. 

Question  1552.  Can  you  give  to  this  committee  your  opinion  what 
would  probably  have  been  the  result  if  the  commissioners,  instead  of 
making  a  private  sale,  had  attempted  to  divide  it  up  into  small  par- 
cels and  have  sold  it  at  public  auction? 

Answer.  I  think  the  eflfect  would  have  been  that  they  would  pro- 
bably have  got  from  fifteen  cents  to  $1  25  an  acre  for  it. 

Question  1553.  What  are  the  grounds  of  that  opinion? 

Answer.  Western  people  like  to  make  money,  and  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  unanimity  of  feeling  among  them.  They  like  to  buy  property 
very  cheap  and  they  do  not  bid  against  one  another  as  they  do  where 
they  have  plenty  of  capital.  It  is  very  different.  It  is  very  hard  to 
sell  a  piece  of  property  in  Minnesota  upon  an  execution.  Men  would 
not  buy  their  neighbor's  property.  I  have  seen  it  tried,  and  I  never 
saw  a  piece  sold  yet.  They  have  a  very  good  understanding  so  far  as 
I  i ;  *    ]  making  money  is  concerned. 

Question  1554.  Is  it  your  opinion  if  the  commissioners  had  at- 
tempted to  make  a  public  sale  of  this  land  in  small  subdivisiouB,  that 
combinations  would  have  been  formed  which  would  have  reduced  the 
price  to  the  minimum? 

Answer.  That  is  honestly  my  opinion. 


!!! 
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Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 


\  Question  1555.    Upon  what  do  you  base  that  opinion?    Do  yon 

]  know  of  any  combinations  formed  for  purchasing  Fort  Snelling  ? 

•  Answer.  I  do  not ;  but  I  heard  of  a  sale  at  Port  Ripley  about  the 

same  time,  where  there  was  such  a  combination. 

Question  1556.  Do  you  know  that  from  hearsay  or  from  your  own 
knowledge  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  it  of  my  own  knowledge,  for  I  was  off  making 
the  Winnebago  payment  at  the  time. 

Question  1557.  Do  you,  of  your  own  knowledge,  know  any  instance 
where  such  a  combination  has  been  formed  ? 
i  Answer.  I  have  never  been  connected  with  any  myself,  and  con- 

j  sequently  I  do  not  know  of  any  of  my  own  knowledge,  only  so  far  as 

I  have  told  you  in  reference  to  the  sale  of  property  upon  execution. 
Question  1558.  Is  their  anything  in  the  laws  of  Minifesota  which 
would  prevent  a  judgment  creditor  from  purchasing,  the  property 
npon  execution  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  at  all  acquainted  with  the  laws  of  Minnesota.    I 
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do  not  know  in  what  respect  their  code  of  laws  differs  from  those 
with  which  I  am  acquainted. 

Question  1559.  You  know  nothing  about  the  mode  of  sale  as 
established  by  law. 

Answer.  I  do  not.        *  -    • 

Question  1560.  Can  you  tell  us  of  any  particular  instance  there 
where  men  would  not  buy  property  on  execution  ? 

Answer.  My  mind  does  not  refer  to  any  particular  case.  I  have 
seen  property  offered.  I  did  not  examine  into  the  record  to  see 
what  was  the  particular  price  of  property,  but  I  saw  there  were  no 
bidders.  I  make  up  my  mind  a  great  deal  from  such  things  of  the 
general  feeling  of  the  people. 

Question  1561.  If  you  had  been  commissioned  to  sell  that  property 
for  the  government,  and  had  you  desired  to  obtain  for  it  the  best 
possible  price,  would  you  have  concluded  from  the  public  that  you 
were  thus  commissioned,  and  have  made  a  private  sale  of  it  to  an 
individual,  without  letting  anybody  else  know  that  you  were  author- 
ized to  sell  it  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  should  not. 

Question  1562.  If,  then,  the  commissioners  authorized  to  sell  the 
property  kept  the  fact  that  they  were  thus  commissioned  concealed 
from  the  public,  do  you  consider  that  in  selling  it  to  an  individual 
under  such  circumstances  they  exercised  a  prudent  and  sound  discre- 
tion in  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  whether  they  did  or  not.  I  do  not  know 
what  their  motives  were.  Had  I  been  commissioned  to  act  as  a 
government  officer,  and  authorized  to  make  the  sale,  I  think  I  should 
hot  have  kept  it  a  secret,  but  I  think  I  should  have  sold  it  to  an 
individual  instead  of  putting  it  up  at  public  sale. 

Question  1563.  You  say  you  never  were  upon  that  property  except 
on  one  occasion? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  said  I  was  over  it  on  several  occasions. 

Question  1564.  Did  you  ever  go  over  the  ground  with  a  view  to 
examining  it? 

Answer.  I  never  did  examine  it  with  a  view  to  its  being  sold,  or  of 
being  called  upon  as  a  witness. 

Question  1565.  Have  you  examined  that  property  since  the  sale 
was  made  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  but  I  never  examined  it  any  further  than =-. 

Question  1566.  How  did  you  come  to  go  there? 

Answer.  My  business  was  at  the  Winnebago  agency,  and  at  the 
lower  and  the  upper  Sioux  agencies  to  pay  off  the  Indians,  and  I  went 
[>ver  the  reserve  in  going  to  those  places.  I  had  no  business  except 
that.  Knowing  that  it  had  been  sold,  I  looked  at  it  perhaps  a  little 
closer  than  I  otherwise  should. 

Question  1567.  Did  you  go  along  the  road? 

Answer.  Always,  except  once,  when  I  drove  up  to  Minnehaha  falls. 

Question  1568.  And  all  of  it  you  have  ever  seen  is  that  which  you 
saw  on  either  side  of  the  road  in  passing  along? 

Answer.  That  is  all.     I  suppose  I  have  seen  a  majority  of  it. 
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Question  1569.  Do  you  speak  of  the  value  of  this  property  as  re- 
gards agricultural  purposes,  or  as  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  I  speak  of  it  in  reference  to  its  advantages  for  both  pur- 
poses. 

Question  1570.  Do  you  think  that  the  prospect  for  a  town  site  there 
is  good? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Question  1571.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  they  never  could  make  a  town 
there? 

Answer.  My  opinion  is  that  it  would  be  capital  wasted  to  make  a 
town  there.     My  reason  is  that  St.  Paul  is  near  it  on  one  side,  and 
St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis,  which  are  manufacturing  places,  are  on  v 
the  other  side  of  it.     I  do  not  know  what  there  is  which  should  in- 
duce the  building  of  a  town  there  at  the  present  time. 


TUESDAY,  Fbbruaby  23,  1858. 

W.  J.  CuLLEN  recalled. 

Examination  by  Mr.  PettiL 

Question  1572.  At  what  time  in  June  did  you  reach  Minnesota; 
before  or  after  the  sale? 

Answer.  About  the  15th  of  June. 

Question  1573.  What  is  your  office? 

Answer.  Superintent  of  Indian  affairs. 

Question  1574.  How  large  a  district  does  your  office  comprehend? 

Answer.  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin. 

Question  1575.  At  what  point  is  your  office? 

Answer.  In  the  capitol,  in  St.  Paul. 

Question  1576.  How  frequently  have  you  passed  over  this  resem- 
tion,  and  what  inducement  have  you  had  to  examine  it  with  a  view 
to  its  value  ? 

Answer.  I  have  passed  over  it  four  or  five  times,  on  business  alone ; 
I  was  never  over  it  with  a  view  of  making  an  examination  of  it. 

Question  1577.  What  means  have  you  of  determining  what  portion 
of  the  tract  is  arable  land,  what  marshy,  and  what  covered  with  water 
permanently,  and  what  occasionally  ? 

Answer.  The  only  means  I  have,  is  my  own  observation  in  passing 
over  it ;  but  I  cannot  tell  the  proportions. 

Question  1578.  You  have  described  some  of  the  reservation  as 
worth  $60  per  acre,  and  some  part  of  it  as  worth  $6  per  acre,  only ; 
what  are  the  relative  proportions  ? 

Answer.  But  a  small  portion  only  would  be  worth  $50 ;  only  that 
part  which  could  be  used  for  town  purposes  ;  it  would  be  only  gness 
work  with  me  to  state  the  relative  proportions. 

Question  1579.  What  better  means  of  judging  of  the  value  of  that 
reservation  have  you  than  of  other  lands  which  have  come  under 
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your  observation,  in  WiBConsin  and  Minnesota,  merely  by  travelling 
over  them  ? 

Answer.  I  noticed  it  more  closely  than  I  did  almost  any  other  lands, 
after  I  heard  that  the  sale  was  made  ;  there  was  a  great  deal  of  talk 
about  the  sale,  and  that  caused  me  to  look  at  it  more  closely. 

Question  1580.  If  then  you  are  imable,  from  your  own  observations, 
to  determine  the  value  of  the  diflferent  portions  of  the  reservation, 
how  are  you  able  to  say  that  the  tract  realized  a  sufficient  price  ? 

Answer.  I  am  only  able  to  say  that,  by  the  looks  of  the  soil ;  all 
the  timber  appears  to  have  been  cut  off  from  the  reservation,  and 
that  portion  lying  upon  the  right,  as  you  pass  towards  St.  Anthony, 
is  very  scmdy  soil,  and  not  good  for  agricultural  purposes. 

Question  1581.  What  was  the  average  value  of  the  farming  lands, 
in  an  equal  vicinity  to  the  towns  of  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony  and  Min- 
neapolis ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Question  1582.  Is  it  not  true  that  at  the  time  of  the  sale  of  that 
reservation  there  was  an  unusual  interest  and  speculation  in  lands  in 
that  neighborhood  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  one  reason  why  I  noticed  this  land  so 
closely  ;  I  had  just  come  into  the  territory,  and  I  was  telling  people 
there  that  they  held  real  estate  higher  than  it  was  really  worth. 

Question  1583.  Was  not  real  property  of  every  kind  at  an  extraor- 
dinary value  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  unless  it  was  land  back  in  the  country. 

Question  1584.  With  such  a  state  of  feeling,  and  with  the  general 
desire  to  purchase  which  prevailed,  would  there  have  been  any  diffi- 
culty in  making  sale  of  that  reservation  in  small  parcels  7 

Answer.  I  think  it  might  have  been  sold  out  in  that  way. 

Question  1585.  If  it  had  been  advertised  to  be  sold  by  means  of 
proposals  to  be  made  to  the  commissioners,  which  they  reserved  the 
right  to  accept  or  reject,  would  there  then  have  been  any  difficulty  in 
making  a  sale  and  in  realizing  a  full  price,  according  to  the  rate  of 
property  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  think  if  it  had  been  laid  off  into  small  tracts,  a  large 
portion  of  it  would  not  have  sold  at  all.  Although  I  do  not  look 
upon  the  prospect  of  making  a  town  at  Port  Snelling  as  very  great — 
and  such  is  the  opinion  of  those  I  have  talked  with  upon  the  subject — 
yet  the  part  which  could  be  used  for  that  purpose  would  have  sold 
readily,  while  other  portions  of  the  land  would  not  have  sold  even 
for  farming  purposes,  except  a  small  portion  which  was  good  meadow 
land,  for  the  reason  that  there  are  better  farming  lands  than  that,  for 
sale  and  entry,  at  no  great  distance  from  the  reserve. 

Question  1586.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  remainder  of  the 
land,  after  disposing  of  that  part  suitable  for  a  town,  would  be  worth 
le«B  than  farming  lands  generally.  Now,  would  there  have  been  any 
difficulty  in  selling  that  part  for  what  it  was  worth? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1587,  (by  the  chairman.)  Are  you  acquainted  with  the 
average  value  of  lands  in  that  neighborhood? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1588,  (by  the  chairman.)  Had  you  any  information  from 
parties  living  there  as  to  the  value  of  lands  in  that  vicinity? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  been  offered  lands  in  that  vicinity,  and 
that  is  the  only  means  I  have  for  judging  of  their  value. 

Question  1589,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  Have  you  been  upon  the  point  of 
land  covered  by  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1590.  What,  at  that  point,  is  the  quantity  of  land  that 
you  esteem  worth  $50  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  how  much.  From  one  hundred  to  three 
hundred  acres  perhaps. 

Question  1591.  Are  not  all  the  lands  subject  to  entry,  in  that  part 
of  Minnesota,  already  taken  up? 

Answer.  I  suppose  they  are  from  what  I  can  learn.  There  is  a 
large  amount  up  the  Minnesota  river  not  taken  up. 

Question  1592.  Up  to  the  time  you  speak  of,  when  you  went  to 
Minnesota,  had  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  that  section  of  coun- 
try? 

Answer.  I  had  not.  I  was  never  there  before. 

Question  1593.  During  your  incumbency  in  office,  how  much  time 
have  you  spent  in  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  I  should  think  not  over  four  weeks  altogether.  My  time 
has  been  spent  mostly  at  the  Indian  agencies. 

Question  1594.  You  have  said  you  believed  that  combinations  would 
have  been  made,  if  the  reservation  had  been  offered  in  parcels,  to 
buy  it  in  at  a  nominal  price.  Is  it  not  true  that  at  the  time  of  this 
Bale  there  were  such  a  number  of  persons  wishing  to  purchase  in  that 
reservation  as  to  have  made  a  combination  impossible  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  in  the  Territory  at  the  time  the  sale  was  made, 
and  cannot  answer  that  question. 

Question  1595,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  How  long  have  you  been  residing 
in  that  Territory? 

Answer.  I  think  I  went  there  about  the  15th  of  June,  1857 — after 
the  sale  was  made. 

Question  1596,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  When  you  were  appointed  super- 
intendent of  Indian  affairs  where  did  you  go  from  ? 

Answer.  From  Logansport,  Indiana. 


Captain  George  Thom  sworn. 

EoDominaiian  ly  the  chairman. 

Question  1597.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation? 
Answer.  I  am  stationed  at  St.  Paul,  Minnesota.     I  am  captain  of 
the  corps  of  topographical  engineers. 

Question  1598.  How  long  have  you  been  stationed  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  Since  the  9th  day  of  June,  1856. 

Question  1599.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
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stances  attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reserve  at  Fort  Snel- 
ling? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question  1600.  Have  you  ever  been  upon  that  reserve? 

Answer.  Verj*^  often. 

Question  1601.  Have  you  ever  made  such  an  examination  of  the 
reservation  as  will  enable  you  to  form  a  correct  opinion  as  to  its  value? 

Answer.  I  have  been  over  most  of  it  very  often,  and  I  think  I  can 
form  a  pretty  fair  estimate  of  its  value  compared  with  lands  generally 
in  that  part  of  the  country. 

Question  1602.  Do  you  know  the  number  of  acres  generally  in  the 
reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  are  about  eight  thousand  acres. 

Question  1603.  Do  you  know  what  proportion  of  the  land  is 
swampy  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  except  from  information  obtained  in  con- 
versation with  parties  interested  in  it. 

Question  1604.  Tell  the  committee  what,  in  your  judgment,  that 
reservation  was  worth  per  acre  last  June  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  Judging  from  the  price  at  which  lands  sold  in  that  neigh- 
borhood, I  should  suppose  that  the  land  could  have  been  sold  for  a 
sum  not  less  than  $25  per  acre. 

Question  1605.  You  are  familiar  with  the  point  between  the  two 
rivers  where  the  fort  stood  ? 

Answer.  Very  familiar  with  it. 

Question  1606.  Do  you  regard  it  as  an  eligible  point  for  a  town? 

Answer.  I  regard  it  as  a  point  for  a  town. 

Question  1607.  Do  you  think,  taking  into  consideration  that  St. 
Paul  is  located  six  miles  below,  and  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis  a 
few  miles  above,  and  Mendota  directly  opposite,  that  it  is  practicable 
to  build  a  town  where  Fort  Snelling  stands  ? 

Answer.  I  think  a  town  will  be  built  there,  judging  from  the 
manner  in  which  towns  are  built  out  in  that  country.  Regarding 
this  as  a  speculative  point,  and  one  always  desired  for  a  town,  I  have 
no  doubt  a  town  will  be  made  there.  That  is  the  impression  of 
people  in  that  part  of  the  country.  I  think,  however,  that  it  is 
doubtful  whether  it  will  ever  be  able  to  compete  with  townA  of  the 
size  of  St.  Paul. 

Question  1608.  Taking  into  consideration  the  eligibility  of  the 
point  as  a  town  site,  and  the  practicability  of  building  a  town  there, 
what  would  you  say,  in  that  aspect  of  the  case,  that  the  reserve  was 
worth  in  June  last? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt,  from  my  intercourse  with  the  people 
there,  and  with  speculators,  that  that  property  could  have  been  sold 
so  as  to  have  brought  $150,000,  and  perhaps  more. 

Question  1609.  In  fixing  its  value  at  $150,000,  do  you  do  it  in  view 
as  an  investment  for  a  speculation  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose,  if  sold  out  in  small  parcels,  it  might  have 
brought  a  higher  price. 

Question  1610.  How  much  greater? 
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Answer.  I  suppose  the  land  would  have  been  estimated  at  $25  per 
acre,  and  perhaps  more. 

Question  1611.  Are  you  familiar  with  sales  made  by  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  am  not.  I  have  attended  one  sale — the  sale  of  Fort 
Crawford  last  summer. 

Question  1612.  Have  you  ever  known  of  a  sale  made  by  the 
government  where  the  land  brought  a  greater  price  than  what  is 
called  the  minimum  price — $1  25  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  At  the  sale  I  speak  of — ^Fort  Crawford — ^the  land  brought 
a  higher  price ;  some  brought  as  high  as  five  or  six  dollars  an  acre. 
Squatters  had  got  upon  the  reserve,  and  they  were  granted  the  privi- 
lege of  buying  it  at  $1  25  per  acre.  That  part  which  had  not  been 
squatted  upon  was  sold  to  the  highest  bidder,  and  the  price  realized 
ranged  from  $2  50  to  $6  per  acre,  according  to  my  recollection. 

Question  1613.  Suppose  the  reserve  at  Fort  Snelling  had  been  sold 
.     ,  at  public  sale,  would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  it  would  have 

>     ^  brought  more  than  $1  25  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Question  1614.  Do  not  you  think  there  would  have  been  combina- 
tions formed  among  those  desiring  to  purchase  which  would  -have 
j.  prevented  the  government  from  realizing  the  price  which  you  have 

i  11 1  given  as  its  value. 

!  1 1  -  Answer.  I  do  not.     The  interests  are  so  various  in  that  country 

M  j  that  I  do  not  think  there  would  have  been  any  combinations. 

^  Question  1615.  In  making  your  estimate  of  the  value  of  these  lands 

is  it  based  upon  a  knowledge  of  the  sales  of  other  lands  in  that 
vicinity? 

Answer.  It  is,  and  upon  the  estimated  market  value  of  the  lands. 

Question  1616.  Were  you  in  the  Territory  prior  or  subsequent  to 
the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  was  there  during  the  whole  time  when  I  supposed  the 
sale  took  place. 

Question  1617.  When  did  you  first  obtain  a  knowledge  that  the 
sale  was  to  take  place,  and  from  whom  ? 

Answer.  The  first  I  ever  heard  of  it  was  in  a  conversation  I  had  at 
Fort  Snelling.  I  met  a  gentleman  who  stopped  me  and  asked  if  1 
knew  the  reservation  had  been  sold.  I  told  him  I  had  heard  nothing 
of  the  kind,  and  I  thought  there  was  no  truth  in  it.  He  said  he 
thought  it  had  been  sold.  I  mentioned  the  matter  to  the  officers  at 
the  fort,  who  were  as  much  surprised  as  myself.  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  a  mere  rimior,  and  thought  no  more  of  it  until 
Mr.  Steele  returned  from  Washington  to  St.  Paul.  I  asked  him  in 
reference  to  the  matter,  and  he  said,  **A11  rights"  that  he  had  suc- 
ceeded satisfactorily.  Even  then  I  did  not  know  what  he  meant  by 
it  until  I  saw  it  announced  the  next  morning  in  the  papers  that  the 
Fort  Snelling  reservation  had  been  sold. 

Question  1618.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  precisely  the  date  ;  it  was  after  Mr.  Stetle 
had  returned  from  Washington. 
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Question  1619.  The  reservation  had  then  been  sold? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  the  first  intimation  I  had  had  of  it 
except  the  one  I  have  mentioned. 

Question  1620.  Where  were  you  stationed  then? 

Answer.  I  was  stationed  at  St.  Paul,  but  I  was  in  daily  intercourse 
with  the  officers  at  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  1621.  Did  you  see  Major  Eastman  and  Mr.  Heiskell  while 
you  were  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  Major  Eastman  a  good  many  times.  Mr.  Heiskell  I 
never  met  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question  1622.  Did  you  see  Major  Eastman  during  the  time  he  was 
engaged  in  surveying  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  1623.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  in  reference 
to  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  When  he  first  came  to  St.  Paul  he  called  on  me  for  the 
purpose  of  borrowing  the  government  instruments  in  my  possession  ; 
from  the  conversation  I  had  with  him,  I  inferred  that  his  only  object 
was  to  make  a  survey. 

Question  1624.  Did  you  ever  ask  Major  Eastman  or  hear  him  say 
anything  in  conversation  that  led  you  to  believe  that  he  was  au- 
thorized to  sell  the  property,  or  that  he  was  surveying  it  with  a  view 
to  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  him  intimate  anything  of  the  kind,  and  am 
sure  he  never  intimated  anything  of  the  kind  to  any  officer  at  the 
Fort. 

Question  1625.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  sale  of  that  por- 
tion of  this  reserve  made  at  Stillwater  in  1855  ? 

Answer.  I  have  none  whatever. 

Question  1626.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  portion  of  the  reserve 
sold  there  ? 

Answer.  I  am,  to  some  extent. 

Question  1627.  Are  those  lands  as  valuable  as  those  sold  in  June 
last? 

Answer.  I  can  hardly  compare  the  two.  Since  the  sale  the  town 
of  Minneapolis  has  grown  up,  and  single  lots  there  sell  for  several 
hundred,  and  perhaps  a  thousand  dollars  apiece. 

Question  1628.  I  am  speaking  of  that  portion  of  the  reserve  sold 
then  not  included  in  the  town  of  Minneapolis. 

Answer.  I  think  the  quality  of  the  land  is  pretty  much  the  same^ 
Immediately  upon  the  site  of  Fort  Snelling  the  land  is  sandy,  but  as 
you  recede  from  it  the  soil  becomes  good. 

Question  1629.  I  understand  from  your  testimony  that  you  were  in 
constant  intercourse  with  the  officers  stationed  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1630.  And  in  constant  intercourse  with  the  citizens  of 
St.  Paul  and  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1631.  And  that  you  had  no  knowledge  that  the  reserva- 
tion was  to  be  sold  until  after  the  sale  had  been  made  ? 
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Answer.  None. 

Question  1632.  Was  it  a  matter  in  which  you  felt  any  pecuniary 
interest,  so  that  it  would  have  been  likely  to  have  attracted  your  at- 
tention ? 

Answer.  I  think,  if  I  could  have  raised  the  means,  like  almost 
every  one  else  in  that  region,  I  would  have  ventured  an  investment 
in  it* 

Colonel  Francis  Lee  sworn. 
IkanUrujUion  by  the  chairman 

Question  1633.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation? 

Answer.  I  am  a  colonel  in  the  second  infantry  of  the  army.  My 
station  is  at  Fort  Randall,  high  up  the  Missouri  river,  fourteen  hun- 
dred miles  west  of  St.  Louis. 

Question  1634.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circnm- 
stances  attending  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling 
in  June  last  ? 

Answer.  None  at  all  other  than  hearsay. 

Question  1635.  Have  you  ever  been  on  the  Fort  Snelling  reserva- 
tion? 

Answer.  I  was  in  command  of  Fort  Snelling  for  between  three 
and  four  years,  from  the  spring  of  1851  to  the  summer  of  1854.  I 
had  charge  of  the  whole  reservation.  It  was  under  my  command. 
When  it  was  reduced  it  was  by  my  suggestion.  Mr.  Sibley,  who  was 
then  delegate  in  Congress,  got  it  reduced. 

Question  1636.  You  are  thoroughly  and  fully  acquainted  with  the 
entire  reservation,  the  character  of  its  soil,  Ac.  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  over  the  whole  of  it. 

Question  1637.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  land  in  that  vicinity 
in  June  last  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  have  not.  I  left  there  about  four  years  ago,  and 
the  value  of  land  in  that  vicinity  has  changed  very  materially  within 
that  time. 

Question  1638.  How  does  that  portion  of  the  reserve  sold  in  1855 
compare  in  quality  with  that  sold  in  June  last  ?  I  speak  of  it  with 
reference  to  its  adaptation  for  agricultural  purposes. 

Answer.  The  original  reservation  was  a  very  large  one.  It  ran 
above  St.  Anthony,  and  down  opposite  St.  Paul,  across  the  Minnesota, 
i  and  five  or  six  miles  west.     Some  portions  were  very  fine  land  for 

agricultural  purposes,  and  others  again  not  so  good.  The  reduced 
I  reserve  is  all  prairie.     There  is  no  woodland  on  it.     The  soil  is  tole- 

rably good  and  produces  very  well.  We  have  had  gardens  and  fields 
J  there  for  some  years,  which  produced  very  well.     I  would  say  that 

the  portion  sold  first  is  better  soil  for  agricultural  purposes  than  that 
which  was  left. 

Question  1639.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  as  a  military  man 
that  that  fort  and  reserve  ought  to  have  been  retained  by  the  govern- 
f  nxent? 
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Answer.  I  see  no  reason  why  it  ought  to  have  been  retained.  I 
cannot  conceive  that  it  is  of  any  importance  as  a  military  station. 

Question  1640.  Will  you  give  the  committee  your  reasons  why  you 
do  not  regard  it  as  important  for  a  military  depot  or  station  ? 

Answer.  In  the  first  instance,  in  advance  of  it  up  the  Mississippi 
river  120  miles  is  another  station,  Fort  Ripley  ;  and  up  the  Minne- 
sota is  another,  Port  Ridgely.  They  are  the  frontier  posts.  Fort 
Snelling  is  on  a  high  bluff,  and  never  will  be,  and  never  has  been,  to 
my  knowledge,  used  as  a  depot  for  provisions  and  supplies.  To  be 
sure,  provisions  and  supplies  have  been  furnished  to  other  posts  from 
there,  because  that  post  has  been  reduced,  and  there  was  a  large 
quantity  on  hand.  But  all  the  supplies  from  the  upper  posts  have 
been  sent  from  St.  Paul  to  Fort  Ripley,  and  directly  up  the  river  to 
Port  Ridgely. 

Question  1641.  Prom  where? 

Answer.  Prom  the  points  where  the  contractors  furnished  them. 
We  contract  for  the  deliiiery  of  provisions  directly  to  the  military 
posts,  and  it  would  be  an  absurdity  to  stop  and  deliver  provisions  at 
Port  Snelling.  I  would  rather  transport  provisions  from  Fort  Snel- 
ling up  to  Fort  Ridgely,  if  the  waters  were  up,  than  to  carry  them  up 
from  the  river  and  put  them  into  the  storehouses. 

Question  1642.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  the  frontier 
stations  could  be  supplied  by  the  government  upen  cheaper  terms  by 
sending  the  supplies  direct  than  by  making  Port  Snelling  a  depot  for 
supplies? 

Answer.  Certainly.  It  has  always  been  done.  It  has  never  been 
done  otherwise. 

Question  1643.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  it  is  practi- 
cable to  build  a  town  where  Fort  Snelling  stands,  taking  into  consid- 
eration the  fact  that  St.  Paul  is  of  considerable  size  below,  St.  Anthony 
and  Minneapolis  above,  and  Mendota  opposite  ? 

Answer.  It  is  very  questionable  whether  a  town  will  be  built  there 
or  not.  Had  the  reservation  been  sold  when  the  metropolis  of  the 
Territory  was  first  established,  I  think  that  would  have  been  the 
point,  but  now,  I  think,  it  is  too  late. 

Question  1644.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  sales  of  military  reser* 
vations  made  heretofore  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  except  by  hearsay. 

EocaminaJtion  by  Mr.  MorriR. 

Question  1645.  You  say  that  Port  Snelling  has  never  been  used  as 
a  depot  for  stores.  Do  you  know  whether  it  has  been  so  used  since 
you  were  commander  at  that  post  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  1646.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  so  used  prior  to  that 
period? 

Answer.  There  were  no  supplies  furnished  the  above  posts  from  that 
Btatioui  that  I  am  aware  of. 
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H.  L.  DousMAK  sworn. 
Examination  by  the  chatrman. 

QneBtion  1658.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  wliat  is  your  occupa- 
tion? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  Prairie  du  Chien.  I  have  no  occupation  at 
present  Formerly  I  was  in  the  fur  trade,  but  have  been  out  of 
the  business  a  number  of  years. 

Question  1659.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances attending  the  recent  sde  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  I  have  none,  except  that  I  was  at  Port  Snelling  last  sum* 
mer,  when  Steele  told  me  he  had  purchased  of  the  government  the 
whole  property  a  few  days  previous. 

Question  1660.  Have  you  ever  been  over  the  reservation  and  ex- 
amined it? 

Answer.  I  have  been  over  that  whole  country  and  have  been  over 
the  reserve,  but  I  have  never  examined  it  with  a  view  to  its  particu- 
lar value  as  a  military  location  or  an}rthing  else* 

Question  1661.  Have  you  such  a  knowledge  of  the  reservation,  the 
diaracter  of  its  soil,  and  its  adaptation  for  agricultural  purposes,  as 
will  enable  you  to  fix  its  value  in  June  last? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  a  pretty  good  idea  of  its  value.  I  thought 
at  the  time  of  the  sale  that  it  was  a  pretty  fair  sale,  taking  the  whole 
ef  it  together.  There  were  portions  of  very  little  value,  and  other 
portions  of  considerable  value. 

Question  1662.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  the  govern- 
ment by  the  sale  realized  a  feur  price  for  the  reservation,  tsJdng  it 
altogether? 

Answer.  I  think  so.  My  opinion  was  that  the  government  could 
have  got  more  had  they  divided  it  into  small  parcels  and  selling  it 
differently ;  but,  selling  the  whole  together,  I  thought  they  got  a  fair 
price.     I  told  Steele  at  the  time  that  he  gave  about  what  it  was  worth. 

Question  1663.  Do  you  know  what  it  sold  for? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  it  sold  for  about  twelve  dollars  an  acre. 

Question  1664.  Did  you  regard  Fort  Snelling  as  an  elligible  point, 
for  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  it  was  probably  one  of  the  l)e8t  in  that  country, 
but  the  building  up  of  adjacent  towns  has  taken  almost  entirely  he 
value  from  it  for  that  purpose.  If  they  had  not  been  built  up  I 
should  have  regarded  that  as  the  best  point  in  the  country. 

Question  1665.  Then  it  is  your  opinion,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis,  St. 
Anthony  and  Mendota  having  the  start,  that  it  would  not  be  practi- 
cable to  build  a  town  there? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  it  will  be  a  long  while  before  they  will  build  one. 
I  think  that  the  effect  of  building  these  towns  around  has  been  to 
depreciate  the  value  of  the  site  of  Fort  Snelling  more  than  one  half. 
I  have  lands  myself,  adjoining  this  reserve,  which  has  good  timber 
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upon  it,  good  water  and  a  good  soil,  which  I  bought  a  year  ago  last 
July  for  eleven  or  twelve  dollars  an  acre,  and  last  summer  I  offered 
to  sell  it  for  $20,  but  I  did  not  find  a  purchaser. 

Question  1666,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Was  your  land  equal  in  quality 
to  any  land  upon  this  reserve  ? 

Answer.  It  is  better  for  farming  purposes,  but  not  for  other  purposes. 
It  is  better  for  farming  purposes  from  the  fact  that  it  is  better  timbered, 
has  plenty  of  water  upon  it  and  has  a  good  soil.  It  is  situated  just  in 
the  edge  of  the  timber  lands. 

Question  1667,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Do  you  know  how  you  came  to  be 
summoned  here  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  had  no  idea  at  all  that  I  was  to  be  summoned 
until  I  was  summoned. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1668.  Had  you  been  authorized  by  the  government  to  sell 
that  property,  either  at  public  or  private  sale,  do  you  think  it  wonid 
have  been  exercising  a  prudent  and  sound  discretion  to  have  sold  it 
in  a  body  to  an  individual  privately,  without  letting  any  person  or 
persons  know  that  you  were  commissioned  to  make  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  If  it  had  been  properly  divided  into  small  lots,  and  squat- 
ters could  have  been  kept  off  from  it,  and  a  chance  had  been  giyen 
to  bid  freely,  I  have  no  doubt  it  would  have  brought  more  money  for 
the  government. 

Question  1669.  You  say  you  learned  from  Mr.  Steele,  some  time  in 
July,  the  fact  that  he  had  purchased  that  property ;  can  you  fix  the 
time? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  some  time  before  the  20th  of  July. 

Question  1670.  In  the  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Steele  in 
regard  to  the  purchase,  did  he  express  himself  as  being  well  satisfied? 

Answer.  He  did. 
I  Question  1671.  Did  he  say  what  he  regarded  the  property  as  worth? 

j  Answer.  He  said  he  had  made  a  good  bargain.     He  did  not  fix  any 

particular  value  to  it.     He  thought  he  had  made  a  very  good  trade. 
!  Question  1672.  Did  you  learn  from  any  source  that  the  property 

would  be  sold? 

.     Answer.  I  did  not  know  it  until  after  it  was  sold.     I  never  heard  of 
it  until  Steele  told  me. 

Joseph  W.  Ltnde  sworn. 

Examination  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1673.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation? 

Answer.  I  have  been  an  Indian  trader.     I  went  out  of  that  business 

^  two  years  ago,  and  have  had  no  occupation  since.     I  am  residing  is 

1  Minnesota,  at  Crow  Wing,  upon  the  Mississippi  river,  about  130  nulcs 

^4  north  of  St.  Paul. 

i  Question  1674.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circuD- 
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stances  attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Port 
Snelling? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  know  nothing  more  than  what  I  learned  from 
rumor.     I  was  not  in  that  vicinity  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 

Question  1676.  Have  you  ever  been  upon  that  reservation? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1676.  Have  you  such  a  knowledge  of  it  as  will  enable  you 
to  fix  its  value  in  June  last? 

Answer.  I  have  known  the  location  for  a  number  of  years,  but  I 
can  only  give  my  opinion  of  its  value. 

Question  1677.  Have  you  ever  been  over  the  reservation,  and  ex- 
amined the  character  of  its  soil,  its  adaptation  to  agricultural  pur- 
poses, Ac? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1678.  What,  in  your  opinion,  was  the  reservation  worth 
per  acre  in  June  last? 

Answer.  In  my  opinion  it  might  have  been  worth  from  eight  to  ten 
dollars  per  acre.  A  large  portion  of  it  I  should  say  was  worth 
scarcely  anything,  but  I  think  that  its  average  value. 

Question  1679.  Do  you  regard  the  reservation  valuable  as  a  town 
site? 

Answer.     No,  sir. 

Question  1680.  Give  to  the  committee  the  reasons  why  you  do  not 
regard  the  point  between  the  two  rivers,  where  the  fort  stands,  as 
valuable  for  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  It  is  surrounded  by  other  places  which  have  the  start,  and 
which  have  a  great  deal  of  capital  and  energy  in  them.  There  are 
too  many  other  points  contiguous  to  it  built  up.  St.  Anthony  and 
Minneapolis  are  just  above  it,  and  St.  Paul  is  just  below  it.  Each  of 
those  towns  have  a  large  population;  St.  Paul  has  about  15,000,  and 
St.  Anthony  and  Mineapolis,  I  am  told,  claim  about  9,000. 

Question  1681.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  $90,000  was 
a  fair  price  for  the  whole  reservation? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  my  opinion. 

Question  1682.  Do  you  think,  if  it  had  been  divided  into  small 
parcels  and  offered  for  sale  publicly,  it  would  have  brought  any  more 
than  $90,000? 

Answer.  I  doubt  whether  it  would. 

Question  1683.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  value  of  real  estate 
in  that  vicinity  in  June  last  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  somewhat  so;  but,  perhaps,  not  as  well  ac- 
quainted with  it  as  those  who  live  in  that  vicinity. 

Question  1684.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  Fourteen  years. 


Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1685.  Where  were  you  subpoenaed  from? 

Answer.  From  New  York.     I  was  upon  my  return  from  this  city  to 
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any  other  person  or  persons  know  that  you  were  authorized  to  make 
that  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  it  brought  as  much  as  it  would 
if  it  had  been  put  up  at  auction. 

Question  1700.  That  is  not  my  question.  Be  kind  enough  to 
answer  my  question. 

Answer.  I  am  inclined  to  think  I  should,  for  the  reason  I  stated 
before,  that  if  it  had  been  put  up  at  public  sale  I  do  not  think  it 
would  have  brought  more  ? 

Question  1701.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  value  of  farming 
lands  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Snelling  in  June  last? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  was. 

Question  1702.  You  are  not,  then,  familiar  with  the  value  of  real 
estate  in  that  vicinity  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  was. 

S.  A.  Medabt  sm  om. 
EoKimination  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1703.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupa- 
tion? 

Answer.  I  have  been  engineering  in  Minnesota.  I  reside  in  Min- 
nesota, and  call  St.  Paul  my  headquarters. 

Question  1704.  Are  you  connected  with  the  army? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question  1705.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances attending  a  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  I  was  not  in  St.  Paul  at  the  time  the  sale  was  made,  and 
what  I  know  of  it  is  derived  from  conversations  I  have  had  in  St. 
Paul  respecting  it.  Of  course  I  had  no  immediate  connexion  with 
the  sale. 

Question  1706.  Have  you  ever  been  upon  the  reservation  and  made 
such  an  examination  of  it  as  will  enable  you  to  speak  of  its  value  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  have  passed  judgment  upon  it  several  times 
in  riding  over  it  with  friends.  I  stated  that  I  was  not  in  St.  Paul  at 
the  time  of  the  sale.  I  forget  whether  the  sale  took  place  immedi- 
ately after  or  immediately  before  I  left  St.  Paul. 

Question  1707.  Do  you  know  how  many  acres  there  are  in  that  re- 
servation ? 

Answer.  Between  seven  and  eight  thousand. 

Question  1708.  What  would  you  think  it  was  worth  in  June  last? 

Answer.  It  is  pretty  hard  to  average  the  whole  of  it.  Some  of  it 
is  worth  scarcely  anything,  while  other  portions  of  it  is  worth  $20  an 
acre.  Other  portions  are  worth  nothing  at  all  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses. 

Question  1709.  Taking  the  entire  tract,  what  would  you  say  it  was 
worth  per  acre,  or  in  gross? 
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Answer.  I  have  made  no  estimate  of  what  it  might  be  worth,  and 
it  would  be  a  very  rough  guess  if  I  should  answer.  I  cannot  give  a 
definite  answer,  but  I  shodld  think  the  average  value  of  the  whole  of 
it  would  be  from  eight  to  fourteen  dollars  per  acre.  I  cannot  make 
any  nearer  guess  than  that. 

Question  1710.  Do  you  regard  it  as  valuable  as  a  town  site? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  1711.  What  is  your  reason  for  that  opinion? 

Answer.  There  is  St.  Paul  immediately  below  it,  and  St.  Anthony 
and  Minneapolis  above  it,  all  so  far  advanced  that  I  should  not  think 
it  possible  to  build  a  town  of  any  consequence  at  that  point.  It  has 
no  more  advantages  than  St.  Paul  and  St.  Anthony — ^indeed  not  so 
much  as  St.  Anthony. 

Question  1712.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  reservation  was  to  be 
sold? 

Answer.  It  was  just  before  I  left  St.  Paul.  I  do  not  remember 
exactly  the  date.  I  think  the  last  time  I  was  in  St.  Paul  was  between 
the  10th  and  20th  of  June. 

Question  1713.  Was  that  the  first  knowledge  you  had  of  its  sale? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so.  I  heard  before  that  they  were  going 
to  try  to  sell  it.  The  first  I  heard  that  the  Secretary  of  War  intended 
to  sell  it  was  about  the  first  of  June,  as  nearly  as  I  can  recoDect 

Question  1714.  Had  you  any  interviews  with  the  commissioners  of 
the  government  to  sell  that  reservation? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 


I  i 


t-    'f 


ExaminoUion  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1715.  How  did  you  first  learn  that  it  was  to  be  sold,  or 
had  been  sold,  and  from  whom? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  or  from  whom.  From  various  conver- 
sations, I  suppose. 

Question  1716.  How  long  have  you  been  residing  in  that  Territory? 

Answer.  Between  two  and  three  years.  I  think  about  two  and  a 
half  years. 

Question  1717.  Your  headquarters,  you  say,  have  been  at  St  Paul? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1718.  Your  business  is  that  of  an  engineer? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1719.  What  department  of  engineering  have  you  been 
engaged  in  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  for  the  last  year  with  Colonel  Nobles'  Pacific 
wagon  road  party. 

Question  1720.  Have  you  spent  much  of  your  time  at  St.  Paul  since 
you  have  been  engineering  with  him? 

Answer.  The  greater  portion  of  the  time  has  been  spent  on  the 
prairies ;  the  rest  of  the  time  I  have  spent  in  St.  Paul. 

Question  1721.  What  portion? 

Answer.  I  have  been  with  Colonel  Nobles  about  sixteen  months. 
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Of  that  time  I  have  spent,  probably,  altogether  in  St.  Paul,  about  four 
or  five  months. 

Question  1722.  What  were  you  doing  in  St.  Paul  during  that  pe- 
riod? 

Answer.  A  portion  of  the  time  I  was  assisting  in  getting  the  party 
together,  and  on  my  return,  I  spent  my  time  in  making  out  my  report, 
maps,  field  notes,  &c. 

Question  1723.  Your  whole  time  was  spent  in  the  discharge  of  your 
duties  conected  with  your  survey? 

Answer.  Nearly. 

Question  1724.  Was  your  attention  particularly  called  to  the  value 
of  real  estate  in  that  vicinity  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  Not  very  particularly  there  more  than  in  other  parts  of  the 
Territory.  Of  course  every  one  who  goes  there  must  post  himself 
to  a  certain  extent  in  regard  to  these  matters. 

Question  1726.  How  often  have  you  visited  Port  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  twenty  or  thirty  times,  and  probably  more.  I 
was  encamped  a  portion  of  the  time  upon  the  opposite  side  of  the 
river,  and  frequently  visited  the  fort. 

Question  1726.  You  say  it  is  not  your  opinion  that  Port  Snelling 
will  ever  make  a  town  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  heard  it  remarked  that  St.  Paul  ought  to 
be  there,  but  I  always  contradicted  the  statement.  It  was  never  my 
opinion  that  it  was  a  natural  point  for  a  town. 

Question  1727.  You  do  not  think,  then,  that,  laying  aside  the  fact 
that  the  other  towns  in  the  neighborhood  have  the  start.  Fort  Snel- 
ling would  ever  make  a  town  ? 

Answer.  It  would  have  made  no  difference,  unless  other  influences 
were  brought  to  bear  upon  it.  I  do  not  think  it  as  good  a  point  as 
St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony,  or  Minneapolis  to  build  a  town. 

Question  1728.  Have  you  ever  operated  in  real  estate  in  that  Ter- 
ritory? 

Answer.  Very  little. 

Question  1729.  Have  you  ever  expressed  any  opinions  to  any  per- 
son or  persons  in  reference  to  the  value  of  that  property  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  frequently. 

Question  1730.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  state  to  whom.  I  have  fre- 
quently driven  out  with  friends  on  the  reservation,  and  on  the  nine- 
mile  prairie  west  of  it. 

Question  1731.   Could  you  remember  any  of  the  names? 

Answer.  I  remember  the  last  gentleman  I  rode  out  with  was  Mr. 
William  Disney,  of  Cincinnati,  and  I  remember  Mr.  Charles  L.  Willis. 

Question  1732.  Do  you  think  the  fact  that  the  sale  was  to  be  made 
was  generally  known  in  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  I  should  judge  so  from  my  having  heard  of  it. 

Question  1733.  Then  the  fact  was  of  general  notoriety  about  that 
time  that  the  commissioners  were  authorized  to  make  the  sale  about 
that  time  ? 

Answer.  It  must  have  been,  or  I  should  not  have  heard  of  it. 
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Question  1734.  Have  you  heard  any  person  or  persons  express  an 
opinion  difiFerent  from  that  expressed  by  you  in  regard  to  the  value  of 
the  property  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  various  opinions  expressed  in  regard  to  it 

Question  1735.  Do  you  know  whether  any  person  or  persons  had 
written  in  the  different  papers  of  the  northwest  denouncing  the  siJeT 

Answer.  I  know  the  papers  were  full  of  little  paragraphs  de- 
nouncing the  ^^Fort  SnelUng  swindle/'  afi  it  was  called.  I  do  not 
recollect  any  correspondence. 

Question  1736.  Did  you  ever  write  any  articles  on  the  subject? 

Answer.  I  wrote  a  letter  to  my  brother-in-law,  who  is  the  editor 
of  the  Ohio  Statesman,  in  which  I  spoke  of  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snel- 
ling  reservation  as  the  best  sale  the  government  ever  made,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Memphis  navy  yard  ;  I  believe,  however,  the  letter 
was  never  published. 

Question  1737.  Are  you  familiar  with  all  the  sales  the  government 
has  ever  made  7 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  merely  made  it  as  a  general  statement. 

Question  1738.  You  made  this  statement,  then,  to  your  brother-in- 
law,  without  any  knowledge  on  which  to  base  it  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  personal  information  ;  I  based  it  on  what  it  was 
said  this  land  had  sold  for,  and  from  what  other  property  had  sold 
for. 

Question  1739.  Do  you  know  how  you  hi^pened  to  be  subpoenaedT 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  1740.  The  opinions  you  express  now,  in  reference  to  the 
value  of  that  property,  are  the  opinions  you  expressed  frequently  and 
publicly,  in  St.  Paul. 

Answer.  I  have  expressed  them  several  times ;  if  the  committee 
will  permit  me,  I  think  I  may  have  made  a  mistake  in  reference  to 
the  letter  I  said  was  written  to  my  brother-in-law  ;  I  am  not  certain 
whether  it  was  written  to  my  brother-in-law  or  to  my  father. 

Question  1741.  If  you  had  been  authorized  by  the  government  to 
sell  that  property,  either  at  public  or  private  sale,  do  you  think  yon 
would  have  been  exercising  a  prudent  or  sound  discretion  to  haTe 
sold  it  to  one  individual,  privately,  without  letting  any  other  peraon 
know  that  you  were  authorized  to  make  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  would  have  been  prudent  to  have  sold  it 
without  letting  any  other  person  know  the  property  was  for  sale. 

JExaminatian  by  Mr,  Morrill. 

Question  1742.  Do  you  know  the  parties  who  purchased  this  prop- 
erty? 

Answer.  The  party  who  purchased  the  property,  as  everybody  nn* 
derstands  it,  is  Franklin  Steele. 

Question  1743.  Do  you  know  whether  there  are  any  other  parties 
in  the  purchase,  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  1744.  Have  you  understood  that  he  purchased  it  alone,  or 
m  connexion  with  other  parties  ? 


tebthiont.  281 

Answer.  I  have  understood  that  he  purchased  it  alone  ;  I  have 
eard  rumors  that  others  were  interested  in  it,  but  I  have  heard  them 
dntradicted  as  frequently. 

Question  1745.  Who  have  you  heard  was  to  become  interested 
lit? 

Answer.  I  think  some  one  from  the  south  ;  I  do  not  remember  the 
ame  ;  I  think  Mr.  Steele  himself  told  me  that  he  had  sold  a  portion 
f  it  to  some  one  ;  I  do  not  recollect  who. 

Question  1746.  Was  that  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  in  St.  Paul. 

Exainmaltioii  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  1747.  Is  it  your  opinion,  from  your  knowledge  of  the  tract, 
liat  the  commissioners,  in  the  sale  of  that  reservation  for  $90, 000, 
salized  for  the  government  what  the  land  was  fairly  worth  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  they  got  more  than  it  would  sell  for 
>-day.  . 

Question  1748.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  land  sold  in  June,  1857, 
rought  for  the  government  as  much  as  the  land  was  fairly  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  did. 

Question  1749.  What,  in  your  opinion,  would  have  been  the  differ- 
nce  in  the  results  had  they  advertised  that  land  and  sold  it  at  public 
lie,  or  made  the  sale  in  the  manner  they  did,  at  private  sale,  to  a 
ingle  individual  at  $90,000? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would  have  sold  for  comparatively  nothing  if  it 
ad  been  sold  in  the  way  in  which  the  sales  usually  take  place  at  the 
Lnd  office. 

Question  1750.  Why,  in  your  judgment,  would  it  have  sold  for 
^88  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  There  is  generally  an  agreement  among  purchasers  to  get 
le  land  for  as  low  a  price  as  possible,  and  those  who  get  it  at  their 
wn  price  and  those  who  hold  their  tongues  are  paid  for  it.  Such 
lii^s  have  been  general  at  the  west. 

Question  1751.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  these 
^mbinations  are  formed  in  Minnesota  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the 
nblic  lands  for  less  than  they  are  worth? 

Answer.  Not  particulary  Minnesota.  I  was  told  by  a  gentleman 
'^ho  had  just  come  from  Iowa  that  he  witnessed  a  sale  there  where 
ich  a  combination  took  place. 


WEDNESDAY,  February  24,  1858. 

General  Sylvester  Churchill  sworn. 
JExamination  by  Mr.  MorrtU. 

Question  1752.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  facts  and  circum- 
bances  attending  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reserve  ? 
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cause  nobody  but  Indians  are  going  to  attack  that  post  in  the  heart  of 
our  country. 

Question  1758.  Are  not  you  aware  that  the  Indians  have  been  re- 
moved to  a  very  considerable  distance  west  of  that  post? 

Answer.  I  am  advised  of  that,  but  still  there  must  be  much  inter- 
^iirse  with  those  Indians  in  relation  to  many  things,  and  they  must 
)e  supplied;  there  must  be  troops  convenient  somewhere  in  the 
leighborhood,  to  send  oflf  in  any  direction. 

Question  1759.  Are  you  not  aware  that  the  government  has  estab- 
ished  military  posts  west  of  that,  more  convenient  to  the  Indian 
copulation,  and  designed  to  keep  them  in  check? 

Answer.  Yes ;  more  in  immediate  connexion  with  the  Indians  than 
Tort  Snelling  is  ;  but  I  look  upon  this  fort  as  being  at  the  head  of 
lavigation,  and  a  transhipment  of  supplies  to  be  sent  to  the  troops, 
f  not  to  the  Indians,  will  be  necessary. 

Question  1760.  Prom  what  point? 

Answer.  Prom  the  point  where  the  supplies  are  obtained. 

Question  1761.  Are  you  not  aware  that  the  supplies  for  the  western 
308t8,  for  example,  for  Port  Ridgely,  which  lies  considerably  west  of 
Port  Snelling,  have  never  been  sent  from  Port  Snelling  at  all,  but 
lave  been  sent  directly  from  St.  Louis  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not ;  and  I  will  mention  now  that,  not  knowing  the 
extent  of  the  settlements  and  the  supplies  they  could  furnish  north 
uid  west  of  that  fort,  I  have  considered  it  necessary  to  keep  up  that 
^ost  as  a  depot. 

Question  1762.  Do  you  think,  in  the  absence  of  that  knowledge, 
^ou  can  express  a  proper  and  intelligible  opinion  upon  this  point  ? 

Answer.  If  the  country  north  and  west  from  there,  and  in  the  di- 
rection of  the  Indian  tribes,  can  supply  subsistence  stores,  and  every- 
^Iiing  else  necessary,  then  the  necessity  for  retaining  Port  Snelling  is 
^ery  much  lessened,  if  not  entirely  obviated. 

Question  1763.  I  understand  that  the  supplies  for  Ports  Ripley  and 
Ridgely  never  have  been  made  at  all  from  Port  Snelling.  Can  you 
isy  whether  this  is  so  ? 

Answer.  I  supposed  they  had  been,  as  they  were  in  1850  to  Crow 
i^ing. 

Question  1764.  Do  you  occupy  such  an  official  relation  to  these  sub- 
sets that  you  would  have  a  right  to  suppose  that  the  Secretary  of 
iVar  would  consult  you  upon  a  point  of  this  kind? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  conclude  that  the  subject  was  not  in  relation 
o  the  importance  of  that  place  as  a  military  post ;  and  if  so,  the 
secretary  would,  with  more  propriety,  consult  the  commanding  gen- 
irals — those  having  control  of  and  disposition  of  the  troops — ^I,  as  in- 
pector  general,  having  no  control  over  that  subject. 

Hillary  B.  Hancock  sworn. 

ExamincUian  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1765.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation  ? 
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Question  1786.  Do  you  think  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public  auction 
[;  would  have  brought  that  amount  to  the  government? 

Answer.  I  cajinot  say ;  but  I  say  this,  if  I  understand  the  price 
riuch  was  paid  for  it,  I  would  have  been  willing,  with  others,  to  have 
Lven  more  for  it  than  it  sold  for,  and  I  had  made  up  my  mind  to  do  so. 

Question  1787.  Tell  us  how  much  you  and  those  connected  with 
>u  had  determined  to  give  for  it? 

Answer.  We  did  not  agree  upon  any  price  at  all,  because  we 
3Mi  no  idea  of  the  sale  taking  place  in  that  year,  and  we  did  not  know 
hen  it  would  take  place ;  but  I  had  talked  with  some  others  who 
ere  anxious  to  buy,  and  we  had  agreed  to  compete  with  anybody 
se,  and  I  had  made  up  my  own  mind  to  pay  for  it  more  than  it  was 
lid  for,  though  I  had  uot  miade  up  my  mind  as  to  the  particular 
nooat  I  would  pay. 

Question  1788.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  other  sales  made  by 
le  government  of  military  reserves? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Question  1789.  Were  you  residing  in  that  Territory  in  1855  when 
part  of  this  reservation  was  sold? 

Answer.  I  was  not.  It  was  all  pre-empted,  I  believe. 

Question  1790.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  part  that  was  sold 
i 1855? 

Answer.  Yea^,  sir* 

Question  1791.  Is  it  equal  in  soil  and  other  advantages  to  the  bal- 
nce  of  the  reservation  which  was  sold  last  year? 

Answer.  I  think  they  are  about  uniform  quality.  I  think  the  land 
I  of  the  same  quality  generally. 

Question  1792.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  sale  of  land  located 
X  the  vicinity  of  this  reservation  which  was  sold  for  agricultural  pur- 
oses  about  the  time  of  this  sale  which  brought  the  price  mentioned 
y  you  per  acre  ?  ^ 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  recollect  an  instance,  which  occurred  two 
&ars  ago,  of  the  sale  of  a  piece  of  land  at  the  extreme  outside  of  the 
^serve,  at  the  least  valuable  end  of  it.  It  sold  for  $19  an  acre  at  that 
me,  and  it  must  have  been  four  or  five  miles  from  the  fort.  There  were 
GfO  acres  of  it.  I  know  parties  who  own.  lands  upon  the  side  of  the 
>serve  towards  Minneapolis,  who  estimated  its  value  at  more  than  $20 
-  $30  at  the  time  of  the  sale  ;  generally  at  about  $50  per  acre.  I 
3kve  loaned  money  on  lands  outside  of  the  reserve  on  the  basis  of  its 
3iiig  worth  about  $50  per  acre.  I  consider  the  lands  inmxediately 
Ijoining  the  reserve  to  be  worth  prices  ranging  from  $50  to  $60  per 
^re,  according  to  its  distance  from  the  Mississippi  river. 

Question  1793.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  this  reserve  was  to 
3  8old,  or  had  been  sold  ? 

Answer.  The  first  knowledge  I  had  of  it  was  after  the  sale  had 
Jcen  place.  It  was  about  the  last  of  June  or  the  first  of  July.  I 
iink  the  sale  was  announced  in  the  newspapers  about  the  first  of 
oly. 

Question  1794.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Steele? 

Answer.  I  know  him  very  well. 
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Question  1795.  Had  he  not  made  extensive  improvements  upon 
the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  He  had  made  none  that  I  know  of,  except  his  honee, 
which  he  built  before  I  came  into  the  Territory.  I  do  not  think  there 
were  any  other  improvements.  He  had  a  handsome  house  built 
there  of  lumber. 

Examination  by  Mr.  FavUener. 

Question  1796.  What  is  farming  land  of  equal  quality  with  that 
contained  in  that  reservation  selling  for  in  your  section  of  the  country  ' 
now? 

Answer.  Well,  that  depends  so  much  upon  the  distance  from  Min- 
neapolis  that  I  can  hardly  tell.  I  do  not  know  as  there  is  much  selling 
just  now,  as  the  times  are  pretty  hard  everywhere. 

Question  1797.  What,  in  your  opinion,  would  such  land  as  the 
Fort  Snelling  reserve  command  at  this  time  for  agricultural  purposefl? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  but  I  believe  that  a  person  could  gin 
$200,000  for  that  reserve  to-day  as  a  good  investment.  I  think  that 
would  be  a  reasonable  price  for  it,  without  reference  to  any  town 
being  built  up  there.  I  think  so  on  account  of  its  contiguity  to  these 
two  towns  above  and  below,  and  its  being  at  the  mouth  of  the  Min- 
nesota river — a  very  conspicuous  place.  For  those  reasons  I  place 
its  value  a  little  higher  than  ordinary  farming  lands  at  a  greater  dis- 
tance from  that  point.     The  falls  of  Minnehaha  are  upon  it,  too. 

Question  1798.  Would  any  farming  land  in  your  country  repay  its 
cultivation  at  an  investment  of  $25  an  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  have  so  understood,  though  I  have  not  myself  been  en- 
gaged in  farming  at  all.  I  have  no  doubt  farming  lands  at  that  price 
would  repay  cultivation  now ;  but  when  the  country  becomes  filled 
up  I  do  not  know  how  it  would  be.  When  the  country  becomes  full, 
so  much  would  be  raised  that  perhaps  it  would  not  bring  as  large  a 
price. 

Question  1799.  What  are  the  products  of  the  land  which  cause 
it  to  be  worth  $25  an  acre  ? 

Answer.  Everything  can  be  raised  there  that  can  be  raised  in 
Pennsylvania,  the  State  I  came  from,  so  far  as  I  know.  Wheat,  oats, 
and  barley  are  raised  there  easily.  Com  is  good,  and  all  kinds  of 
roots  grow  better  than  in  any  country  I  have  ever  been  in. 

Question  1800,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversi- 
tion  with  Steele  relative  to  his  purchase  of  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  had  any  conversation  for  a  couple  of  years  in 
regard  to  it.  I  always  knew  it  was  his  intention  to  get  hold  of  it  if 
he  could. 

Ihcaminatton  by  Mr.  Pettit'. 

Question  1801.  What  is  its  quality  as  farming  land  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  consider  the  land  upon  that  reserve,  as  a  general 
^^^gi  &B  good  as  some  other  lands  in  the  Territory,  but  it  is  as 
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as  most  of  the  lands  in  the  Territory.  It  is  a  sandy  soil,  as  is  much 
of  the  land  of  that  country,  but  it  is  adapted  to  the  climate,  and  it  is 
good  for  all  purposes. 

Question  1802.  Is  the  sandy  soil  you  speak  of  productive,  so  as  to 
deserve  to  be  called  good  farming  lands? 

Answer.  The  good  land  upon  that  reserve  is  so.  There  is  land  in 
the  Territory  which  is  much  more  sandy,  and  would  not  wear  very 
well ;  but  I  do  not  consider  this  reserve  land  to  be  of  that  character. 
I  consider  it  excellent  land,  about  second  rate. 

Question  1803.  Would  you  have  known  it,  if  the  fact  had  been  | 

generally  known  at  St.  Paul,  that  commissioners  had  been  appointed  i) 

to  sell  this  reserve  ? 

Answer.  I  should ;  but  I  never  heard  of  it  until  after  the  sale,  j 

although  I  lived  only  five  miles  from  the  reserve.  I 

Question  1804.  In  fact,  was  the  authority  to  make  that  sale  known? 

Answer.  I  know  it  was  not  known  in  the  vicinity  I  lived  in. 

Question  1805.  What  knowledge  have  you  of  combinations  being 
made  in  anticipation  of  the  reservation  being  brought  into  market  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  any,  and  unless  I  should  have  evidence 
presented  to  me,  I  should  not  believe  there  were  any.  The  only  com- 
bination I  was  engaged  in  was  a  combination  of  means  to  purchase, 
and  not  for  depressmg  prices.  I  knew  there  were  other  parties  to 
compete  with  us,  but  I  should  not  take  hands  with  them. 

Question  1806.  At  the  time  of  making  the  sale  was  there  not  an  tj 

unusual  feeling  in  that  Territory  for  the  purchase  of  real  estate  as  a 
speculative  matter  ? 

Answer.  There  was.     I  could  not  tell  hpw  much  the  place  would  I 

bring,  but  it  might  have  brought  more  than  I  would  have  given  for  it  t 

myself,  upon  that  very  account. 

Question  1807.  Then,  taking  into  consideration  the  fact  of  the 
vicinity  of  this  land  to  those  thriving  towns,  the  fact  that  no  settle- 
ment had  been  made  upon  it  except  in  connexion  with  the  military 
services  of  the  post,  and  the  fact  of  a  general  interest  to  purchase, 
what  is  your  opinion  of  combinations  being  so  formed  as  to  prevent  I 

its  being  sold  at  a  fair  and  full  price  ?  1 

Answer.    I  do  not  believe  that  a  combination  could  have  been  i 

formed^  from  the  fact  that  there  were  so  many  persons  anxious  to  get  i 

hold  of  it.  They  could  not  be  united  in'  feeling  or  interest.  I  never 
heard  of  a  combination  at  all  until  I  saw  the  report  of  Mr.  Heiskell. 

Question  1808.  What  is  your  opinion  as  to  the  probability  of  the  ^ 

whole  reservation  being  sold  out  in  parcels,  the  commissioners  having 
the  right  to  accept  or  reject  bids  ? 

Answer.  It  would  have  all  sold,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  would 
have  brought  a  much  larger  price  than  it  did  sell  for.     I  myself  . 

would  have  bought  one-third  of  it.  ] 

Question  1809.  On  which  side  of  the  Mississippi  was  that  part  of  * 

the  reservation  which  was  offered  for  sale  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  On  the  west  side,  between  that  river  and  the  Minnesota, 

Question  1810.  Have  you  stated  that  it  was  subject  to  pre* 
emption?  t'^ 
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Answer.  Yes^  sir ;  it  was  all  subject  to  pre-emption,  and  all  taken 
up  at  the  minimum  price  of  $1  25  per  acre. 

Question  1811.  Where  was  it  sold  ? 

Answer.  At  Minneapolis.  There  had  been  a  prior  sale  of  some 
part  of  the  reserve  at  Stillwater  before  I  went  to  Minnesota. 

Question  1812.  What  other  improvements,  besides  erecting  hb 
house,  had  Steele  made  upon  the  reservation  before  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  made  any  oth^r. 

Question  1813.  Had  he  enclosed  and  cultivated  any  land? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  had. 

Question  1814.  At  what  time  was  the  house  built? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  It  was  built  before  I  came  there.  The 
house  had  been  standing  some  years,  I  presume.  There  was  a  fort 
farm  upon  the  reserve,  which  has  been  cultivated  for  twenty  years, 
and  there  is  a  fort  farmer.  I  have  been  informed  that  it  had  been 
cultivated  for  that  time  without  any  manuring.  That  is  the  only 
cultivation  I  know  of  upon  the  reserve.  I  do  not  know  how  mnch 
land  was  included  in  that  farm,  but  I  should  think  not  to  exceed  160 
acres,  perhaps  not  more  than  half  that  amount.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  it,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Question  1815,  (by  Mr.  Bennett.)  What  are  tiie  personal  relations 
between  you  and  Mr.  Steele  ? 

Answer.  Our  relations  are  not  friendly,  and  have  not  been  so  for  a 
year  or  two.  We  speak  to  each  other.  I  am  not  an  enemy  of  Mr. 
f    i|  Steele,  but  we  have  had  difficulty  about  business  matters  which  has 

^    \^\  estranged  us  somewhat,  and  our  relations  are  not  friendly,  thoo^  I 

think  I  could  do  Mr.  Steele  justice. 

S.  A.  Medabt  recalled. 

Ihoammation  by  Mir.  PetiU. 

Question  1816.  You  may  state  on  what  basis  you  fix  the  average 
value  per  acre  of  the  land  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation. 

Answer.  I  founded  my  reply  upon  having  heard  of  lands  of  as  good 
quality,  and  probably  better,  having  been  sold  at  from  $11  todboot 
$18  per  acre. 

Question  1817.  What  quantity  of  the  lands  of  that  reservation  are 
overflowed  lands,  or  otherwise  made  impracticable  for  farming  pnr- 
poses? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  you  exactly,  but  I  should  judge  about 
three  or  four  hundred  acres. 

Question  1818.  Leaving  out  the  three  or  four  hundred  acres  you 
have  named,  what  was  the  remainder  of  the  reservation  worth  per 
acre  at  the  time  of  sale  ? 

Answer.  Very  much  of  it  is  sandy,  and  could  scarcely  be  used  for 
farming  purposes.     I  should  judge  it  would  be  worth  about  $15. 

Question  1819.  At  the  time  of  making  that  sale  was  not  speculation 
m  real  estate  general,  and  was  there  not  a  general  disposition  to  in- 
vest in  it  ? 


tu 


TESTIMONY.  289 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1820.  Do  yon  not  know  of  farming  lands  in  that  region 
elling  for  more  than  the  price  yon  have  named  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  so. 

Question  1821.  At  what  price? 

An,8wer.  They  could  hardly  be  called  farming  lands  bec&nse  they 
rere  so  near  the  city  of  St.  Paul,  though  they  were  virtually  farming 
uids.     I  have  known  them  to  sell  as  high  as  $100  per  acre. 

Question  1822.  Is  it  not  true  that  lands  adjoining  the  reservation, 
rith  no  greater  advantages  than  the  lands  of  the  reservation,  were 
leld  and  sold  for  from  $40  to  $100  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  $100  per  acre.  The  lands  on  this  side  the 
fississippi  river  have  sold  for  from  $40  to  $50  per  acre  ;  but  they 
rere  not  subject  to  ferriage,  or  anything  of  that  sort ;  they  were  more 
asily  gotten  at  than  the  lands  on  the  other  side  of  the  river. 

Question  1823.  Is  the  land  you  have  just  now  spoken  of  directly 
djaeent  to  the  reservation,  with  the  Mississippi  river  only  between  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  but  I  think  it  is  better  land  than  that  on  the 
pposite  side. 

Question  1824.  Is  not  the  land  of  the  reservation  generally  in  a 
ituation  where  its  advantages  are  equal  to  that  of  any  other  lands  in 
he  Territory,  in  reference  to  the  facilities  of  market? 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  particular  difference,  except  that  the  lands 
n  this  side  of  the  river  are  nearer  to  St.  Paul,  and  have  greater  ad- 
vantages in  that  respect  than  those  on  the  other  side. 


THURSDAY,  Pebbuaby  25,  1858. 

H.  L.  DousMAN  recalled. 

Examination  hy  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1825.  I  ask  you  if  Mr.  Steele  did  not  propose  to  you  to 
ake  an  interest  in  the  purchase  of  the  property  at  Fort  Snelling,  and 
F  he  did  not  represent  that  it  was  a  good  bargain  ? 

Answer.  He  never  proposed  to  m6  to  take  an  interest  with  him. 

Question  1826.  Did  you  ever  have  a  conversation  with  him  upon 
he  subject? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  all  the  conversation  I  ever  had  with  him  upon 
he  subject  was  when  he  told  me  he  had  made  the  purchase,  and,  from 
is  remarks,  I  inferred  that  he  thought  he  had  made  a  good  bargain. 

Question  1827.  Did  you  tell  him,  at  the  time  of  that  conversation, 
hat  you  thought  there  would  be  a  row  made  about  the  manner  of  the 
ale? 

Answer.  I  might,  and  I  might  not ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  did ;  I 
light  possibly  have  told  him  so  ;  the  sale  was  a  secret  at  the  time  it 
^as  mstde,  and  was  not  known  to  the  country  around. 

Question  1828.  Did  he  tell  you  that  the  sale  was  a  secret  one  ? 
H.  Rep.  Com.  351 19 
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Answer.  No,  sir,  he  did  not  tell  me  that ;  he  told  me  he  had  msde 
the  purchase  of  Major  Eastman  and  another  commissioner,  appointed 
hy  the  government,  for  $90,000,  and  that  the  purchase  would  amoont 
to  eleven  or  twelve  dollars  an  acre,  and  he  asked  me  what  I 
thought  of  it ;  I  told  him  I  thought  it  a  good  bargain,  and  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  good  land  and  a  great  deal  of  poor  land,  but,  take 
it  altogether,  that  it  was  a  good  bargain.  He  appeared  to  be  very 
well  satisfied  with  the  purchase  ;  he  never  offered  me  any  share  in  iU 
Question  1829.  I  ask  you  if  the  property  had  been  divided  up  into 
40  acre  lots,  and  that  portion  of  it  immediately  around  the  fort  had 
been  divided  up  into  still  smaller  lots,  and  offered  at  public  sale,  after 
giving  due  notice,  and  sealed  proposals  had  been  received  for  the 
J    5  property,  whether  it  would  not  have  brought  more  than  it  did? 

^    '  Answer.  I  think  it  would  have  brought  a  great  deal  more. 

Question  1830.  How  much  more? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell ;  I  have  never  taken  the  trouble  to  compute 
|kj  what  it  would  have  brought ;  but  my  impression  is  that  it  would  have 

brought  a  good  deal  more. 

Question  1831.  Kyou  had  been  commissioned  by  the  govemmeni 
to  sell  that  property,  would  you,  in  your  judgment,  have  been  exer- 
cising a  prudent  and  sound  discretion  if  you  had  sold  it  privately, 
without  letting  anybody  else  know  that  you  were  authorized  to  make 
I  the  sale,  except  the  person  to  whom  you  sold? 

j!    >  I  Answer.  That  would  depend  on  my  instructions. 

i%  Question  1832.  But,  I  say,  suppose  it  was  left  discretionary  with 

you? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  should  have  sold  it  in  that  manner,  though 
there  is  much  to  be  said  on  both  sides.  I  have  attended  a  great  many 
sales  of  public  land,  and  it  has  been  the  habit  in  that  country  to  form 
combinations,  and  to  appoint  one  man  to  bid  and  to  purchase  the 
property  at  a  nominal  price,  and  then  to  divide  it  up  among  all  who 
formed  the  combination ;  it  has  also  been  customary,  when  govern- 
ment lands  were  to  be  sold  in  that  way,  for  squatters  to  go  upon  it; 
it  is  hard  to  get  them  off,  and  they  claim  a  sort  of  pre-emption  right. 
I  presume  the  object  of  the  commissioners  was  to  avoid  anything  of 
that  kind ;  but  it  has  always  been  my  opinion,  if  the  government 
could  have  protected  it,  and  it  had  been  subject  to  fair  sale  and  com- 
petilion,  it  would  have  brought  more  money. 

Question  1833.  Would  it  not  have  been  possible  for  the  govern- 
ment to  have  protected  itself  if  the  sale  had  been  by  sealed  bids? 

Answer.  I  think  it  could  have  been  done.     The  only  time  I  know 
of  its  having  been  done  was  at  the  sale  of  Fort  Dearborn,  at  Chicago. 
There  sealed  bids  were  received,  and  the  property  brought  a  fair 
price.     There  was  a  sale  in  Minnesota  last  summer — the  sale  of  Fort 
Ripley — and  there  a  large  combination  was  formed,  and  the  govern- 
ment received  only  seven  cents  an  acre  for  their  land. 
Question  1834.  Who  was  the  agent  that  made  that  sale? 
Answer.  I  think  one  of  the  same  parties  that  made  the  sale  of  Fort 
Snelling — Major  Eastman,  I  think.     Major  Eastman  told  me  he  had 
^  sold  it. 
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Question  1835.  Who  was  the  purchaser  at  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  Msidison  Sweetzer  was  one  of  them.  I 
do  not  know  who  the  other  parties  were.  Sweetzer  was  a  large 
purchaser. 

Question  1836,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  You  have  been  asked,  in  a  pre- 
vious exaBiination,  by  whom  you  were  directed  to  be  summoned  as  a 
witness  in  this  case ;  please  examine  this  letter,  fMr.  Faulkner  hand- 
ing to  the  witness  a  letter  of  the  Hon.  Robert  Smith,)  and  perhaps 
you  will  be  able  to  answer  the  question  more  satisfactorily  than  at 
your  former  examination  ? 

Answer.  It  appears  by  this  letter  that  I  was  summoned  at  the 
request  of  the  Hon.  Robert  Smith. 

Question  1837,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  I  ask  you  whether  you  have 
ever  expressed  to  any  person  or  persons  in  this  city  an  opinion  as  to 
the  value  of  this  property,  diflFerent  from  what  you  have  expressed  to 
the  committee? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  that  I  have. 

Question  1838.  Have  you  not  expressed  the  opinion  since  you  were 
before  the  committee,  and  examined  by  the  committee,  that  this 
property  was  worth  vastly  more  than  you  stated  to  the  committee 
that  it  was  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  will  tell  you  what  I  said  :  I  said  that  if  it  had  been  sold 
under  different  circumstances  the  government  would  have  realized 
more  money  for  it,  and  I  never  have  said  anything  inconsistent  with 
that  to  anybody. 

Question  1839.  How  far  do  you  reside  from  the  Fort  Snelling 
property  ? 

Answer.  About  300  miles  below,  on  the  river? 

Question  1840.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  in  real 
estate  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1841.  Do  you  own  any  there  now? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1842.  Where? 

Answer.  Adjoining  this  reserve. 

Question  1843.  What  is  it  worth  per  acre? 

Answer.  I  paid  $11  per  acre  for  it. 

Question  1844.  When  did  you  buy  it? 

Answer.  Summer  before  last. 

Question  1845.  What  was  it  worth  last  year? 

Answer.  I  offered  it  last  summer  to  a  man  for  (20  an  acre,  but  he 
said  that  was  too  high. 

Question  1846.  In  what  direction  does  your  land  lie  from  the  re- 
serve? 

Answer.  Back  of  it,  and  back  from  the  river. 

Question  1847.  If  I  understand  it,  this  Fort  Snelling  reservation  is 
in  a  body,  having  the  Minnesota  and  the  Mississippi  rivers  upon  two 
sides  of  it.    Your  land  lies  still  further  back  from  the  rivers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  told  you  the  other  day  that  mine  was  good 
fimsdng  land,  well  watered  and  well  timbered,  and  that  most  of  the 
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Fort  Snelling  reservation  had  no  timber  ;  that  for  farming  purposes  I 
considered  mine  better  than  the  reserve,  though  not  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

Question  1848.  Do  you  consider  Fort  Snelling  a  good  place  for  a 
town  site  7 

Answer.  I  stated  the  other  day  that  it  would  be  the  best  position 
in  the  west,  if  other  towns  had  not  been  built  up  before  it.  If  it  had 
been  open  to  settlement,  like  other  lands,  it  would  have  been  selected 
as  the  best  location  for  a  town.  But  now  other  towns  have  been 
built  up  around  it. 

Question  1849.  Have  you  ever  talked  with  Mr.  Steele  since  he 
purchased  of  buying  any  of  this  property  ? 

Answer.  I  never  have,  and  I  never  wanted  to  buy  any  of  it 

Ctbus  Aldbich  recalled.  j 

Eocaminaiion  hy  JWr.  Morris. 

Question  1850.  You  have  expressed  an  opinion  before  this  com- 
mittee in  relation  to  the  value  of  this  property.  I  have  been  for- 
nished  with  a  Galena  Daily  Advertiser ^  of  April  18,  1857,  in  which  I 
find  this  communication  : 

•*  Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  AprU  1,  1857. 

*'  Oentlemen  :  Enclosed  herevrith  I  send  you  a  copy  of  section  four 
of  the  army  appropriation  bill,  which  was  passed  by  the  late  Con- 
gress and  approved  March  3,  1857. 

**  By  examining  the  act  therein  referred  to,  of  March  3,  1819,  yon 
will  see  that  that  act  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to  sell  certain 
military  sites,  give  conveyances,  Ac,  Ac,  without  even  giving  public 
notice,  at  private  sale,  and  at  such  prices  as  he  sees  fit. 

'  *  It  is  thought  by  many  in  this  vicinity  that  interested  parties  in  tbe 
Territory  have  got  that  section  into  the  army  appropriation  bill  with 
a  view  of  having  all  the  lands  around  Port  Snelling,  excepting  just 
what  is  actually  required  for  the  buildings,  fort,  and  parade  ground, 
sold,  and  sold  quietly  at  private  sale,  and  to  them. 

*•  There  are  now  8,000  or  10, 000  acres  of  the  best  and  most  beauti- 
ful land  in  the  world  that  is  entirely  useless  for  military  purposes, 
worth,  many  think,  $50  an  acre,  on  an  average.  One  hundred  acres 
of  it  are  worth  $1,000  per  acre  for  a  town  site.  It  is  one  of  the 
most  lovely  spots  that  can  be  found  in  the  whole  northwestern  country. 

*  *As  the  law  now  stands,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  Secretary 
from  selling  the  entire  tract  to  one  man,  or  a  company  of  men,  fot 
$1  25  per  acre. 

**  If  these  lands  are  sold  due  notice  should  be  given  in  all  the  public 
journals  of  the  county,  and  they  should  be  surveyed,  subdivided,  and 
put  up  at  public  sale  in  eighty  acre  tracts,  and  sold  to  the  highest 
bidder  for  cash. 

*'  Will  you  please  call  attention  to  this  matter  through  the  columns 
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of  your  jonmfiJ,  and  oblige  your  many  friends  and  patrons  in  this 
part  of  Minnesota. 

*«C.  ALDRICH. 
*'  Messrs.  H.  H.  Houghton  A  Co," 

**AN  ACT  making  appfopriatlons  for  the  (rapport  of  the  army  for  the  year  186S. 

* '  Sec.  4.  And  he  it  further  eftuuAedy  That  the  provisions  of  the  act  ap- 
proved March  3,  1819,  entitled  *An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  cer- 
tain military  sites,'  &e,  atkd  they  are  hereby,  extended  to  aU  military  dtes^ 
or  to  SUCH  PARTS  THEREOF  which  are  or  may  become  useless  for 
military  purposes. ' ' 

Are  you  the  person  who  wrote  that  letter  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question  1851.  And  you  sent  this  fourth  section  of  the  army  bill 
accompanying  it  for  publication  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1852.  I  ask  you  whether  the  opinions  you  expressed  in 
that  letter  on  the  first  of  April  last  you  still  entertain  ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question  1853.  Do  you  know  whether  any  combinations  were 
formed  in  that  Territory  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  this  property 
at  Fort  Snelling  from  bringing  a  reasonable  price  in  caae  it  was  put 
up  in  the  manner  you  suggested  and  sold  at  public  auction  7 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  any. 

Question  1854.  Do  you  believe  any  would  have  been  formed  that 
would  have  effectually  prevented  a  fair  competition? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  1865.  Were  there  other  gentlemen  in  Minnesota  who  wrote 
similar  letters  to  this,  to  your  knowledge,  calling  attention  to  this  pro- 
vision which  it  was  supposed  was  smuggled  into  the  army  bill? 

Answer.  There  were  two,  whose  letters  I  have  read — one  pub- 
lished at  St.  Anthony  and  the  other  at  St.  Paul.  The  object  of  wri- 
ting the  letter  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the  country  to  the  fact  that 
the  Secretary  of  War  was  authorized  to  sell  that  property,  presuming 
that  there  were  parties  in  the  Territory  who  would  purchase  the  entire 
tract  if  they  could,  without  letting  the  Secretary  of  War  know  the 
real  value  of  the  property. 

Question  1856.  Still,  however,  notwithstanding  the  desire  there  to 
ascertain  in  what  manner  it  would  be  sold,  if  sold  at  all,  none  of  you 
knew  anything  about  it  until  after  the  sale  was  made? 

Answer.  We  never  heard  a  word  about  it,  any  more  than  in  con- 
versation between  citizens  there  in  relation  to  it.  I  would  state  fur- 
ther that  when  it  was  discovered  that  this  section  was  added  to  the 
army  appropriation  bill,  every  one  was  upon  the  qui  vive,  and  every 
person  there,  interested  in  land  operations  at  all,  was  anxious  to  pur- 
chase more  or  less  of  this  reserve — anxious  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
purchase  what  they  had  means  to  purchase.  Mr.  Olds,  former  regis- 
ter of  the  land  office,  wrote  a  letter  to  a  paper  in  St  Anthony,  call- 
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ing  attention  to  it,  and  another  person  wrote  to  one  of  the  papers  in 
St.  Paul.  Mr.  Robert  Smith  came  to  Minneapolis,  and,  at  the  request 
of  several  gentlemen  there,  he  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  War — every 
one  supposing  that  Mr.  Smith  would  be  more  likely  to  receive  an 
answer  than  any  other  gentleman  there,  for  the  reason  that  he  was 
supposed  to  be  acquainted  with  the  Secretary,  and  that  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress  elect.  All  waited  for  further  information  until  Mr. 
Smith  should  receive  an  answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  person 
there  writing  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Smith  did  not 
11  reside  there,  but  came  there  from  Illinois. 

*l  Question  1857.  When  you  saw  this  4th  section  in  the  army  bill,  it 

J I  seemed  to  be  generally  understood,  or  feared,  at  least,  that  it  was  put 

^fl  in  there  with  a  view  of  having  an  eflFect  on  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1858.  And  a  very  general  interest  prevailed,  you  saj, 
throughout  the  Territory,  as  far  as  you  were  acquainted,  to  purchase 
a  part  of  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1859.  And  to  learn  when  the  sale  would  take  place,  and 
how? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
I  I  Question  1860.  Would  you  have  purchased  yourself,  if  you  had  had 

an  opportunity? 

Answer.  I  should,  as  far  as  I  had  the  means,  at  a  reasonable  price. 
Several  parties  from  Minnesota  had  been  in  Washington  during  the 
previous  winter,  and  as  soon  as  the  fact  that  this  provision  had  been 
inserted  in  the  appropriation  bill  was  discovered  at  home,  there  were 
suspicions  that  these  gentlemen  had  had  a  finger  in  getting  it  inserted 
there,  and  intended  to  take  advantage  of  it. 

Question  1861.  If  you  know  any  other  facts  connected  with  the  sale 
or  value  of  the  property,  or  pertaining  to  the  transaction  in  any  way, 
you  can  state  them  to  the  conmiittee. 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  any  others  than  those  I  have  stated. 

A.  M.  Pridlbt  sworn. 
Eocamincdum  by  Mr.  Fatdkner. 

Question  1862.  Will  you  state  where  you  reside,  and  what  is  year 
occupation  or  business? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Minnesota,  about  fourteen  miles  north  of  St 
Paul,  on  the  Mississippi  river.     I  am  a  farmer  by  occupation. 

Question  1863.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Port 
Snelling? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question  1864.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  character  and 
quality  of  the  soil  of  that  reservation,  such  as  would  enable  you  to 
present  to  this  committee  an  estimate  of  its  value  per  acre,  or  in  gross? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 
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Question  1865.  State  your  opportunities  of  becoming  acquainted 
with  the  value  of  the  reservation. 

Answer.  I  was  appointed  agent  of  the  Winnebago  Indians  in  1851. 
They  were  then  located  on  the  Long  Prairie,  in  Minnesota,  about  130 
miles  distant  from  St.  Paul.  The  government  had  there  a  large  farm 
for  the  Indians,  of  about  a  thousand  acres,  that  I  had  the  control  of. 
I  have  been  engaged  in  farming  since  1852,  ^it  is  my  principal 
business,)  within  ten  or  fifteen  miles  of  Port  Snelling. 

Question  1866.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  what,  in  your 
judgment,  is  the  value  of  the  lands  embraced  in  that  reservation,  and 
what  it  is  worth  per  acre,  or  in  gross  ? 

Answer.  .It  is  my  opinion  that,  at  the  present  time,  the  lands 
would  not  be  worth  more  than  five  dollars  per  acre. 

Question  1867.  What,  in  your  judgment,  were  these  lands  worth 
per  acre  in  June,  1857  ? 

Answer.  Lands  were  much  higher  at  that  time ;  perhaps  they 
would  have  brought  double  what  they  would  bring  now.  I  think 
they  would. 

Question  1868.  That  is,  you  think  they  were  worth  ten  dollars  per 
acre  in  June  last  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  think  about  that. 

Question  1869.  Have  you  been  often  over  the  reservation,  so  as  to 
enable  you  to  judge  of  the  character  of  its  soil  and  its  advantages? 

Answer.  I  have  been  over  that  portion  lying  some  two  miles  on 
the  Mississippi  river  quite  often. 

Question  1870.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  that  reservation  is  an  eligible 
location  for  the  site  of  a  town  ? 

Answer.  It  never  was,  in  my  opinion,  and  certainly  would  not  be 
now,  without  the  use  of  extraordinary  means  on  the  part  of  the  par- 
ties interested.  It  is  very  near  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony,  and  Minne- 
apolis, and  I  never  could  see  in  it  the  advantages  for  a  town  site 
which  they  possess. 

Question  1871.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  commissioners,  in  making 
Bale  of  this  reservation  at  $90,000,  supposing  it  to  contain  eight 
thousand  acres,  realized  as  much  for  the  government  as  it  was  fairly 
worth? 

Answer.  That  was  my  opinion  at  the  time.  I  think  they  paid  fully 
as  much  for  it  as  it  was  worth.  It  was  my  opinion  at  the  time  that 
they  might  make  money  out  of  it,  Mr.  Steele  being  a  man  who  had 
purchased  town  sites  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  who  had  always 
made  money  out  of  them.  But  the  price  they  paid  was  as  much  as  I 
should  have  wanted  to  have  paid,  and  more. 

ExamvnaJtiofa  by  Mr.  MorriU. 

Question  1872.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  in  lands? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  to  some  extent. 
Question  1873.  Do  you  own  any  land  near  Port  Snelling  ? 
Answer.  I  have  dealt  considerably  in  lands  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Minneapolis,  which  is  on  the  old  reserve. 
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Question  1874.  How  near? 

Answer.  Within  six  or  eight  miles* 

Question  1875.  Have  you  been  engaged  in  selling  lands  there? 

Answer.  I  have,  to  some  extent. 

Question  1876.  At  what  price  have  you  sold? 

Answer.  Prom  $10  to  $200  per  acre. 

Question  1878.  For  agricultural  purposes? 

Answer.  I  have  sold  some  for  farming  purposes  at'  $10  per  acre, 
and  I  sold  some  to  be  laid  out  into  town  lots  at  the  other  price. 

Question  1879.  What  were  lands  then,  within  a  short  distance  of 
Minneapolis,  worth  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.   I  don't  think  they  were  worth  more  than  $10  per  acre. 

Question  1880.  Will  you  state  whether  they  were  being  sold  fw 
that  price,  or  for  more  ? 

.Answer.  I  think  they  sold  for  more. 

Question  1881.  You  do  not  think,  then,  that  things  are  worth  what 
they  will  bring  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  is  my  opinion. 

Question  1882.  Is  the  land  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  of  about 
the  same  quality  as  the  land  of  which  you  speak  ? 

Answer.  I  think  about  the  same. 

Question  1883.  What  is  the  distance  from  Fort  Snelling  to  ICnae- 
apolis  ? 

Answer.  I  think  about  eight  miles;  the  upper  portion  of  the  reserva- 
tion is  not  so  far. 

Question  1884.  Have  you  not  known  lands  in  that  vicinity  to  sell, 
for  farming  purposes,  for  $20,  $30,  or  $40  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  land  selling  as  high  as  that,  for  farming 
purposes. 

Question  1885.  Why  should  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  be  worth 
less,  for  farming  purposes,  than  these  lands  ? 

Answer.  Minneapolis  is  a  town  of  3,000  or  4,000  inhabitants,  and 
I  should  consider  lands,  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  that  town,  worth 
more. 

Question  1886.  Are  you  aware  whether  there  is  a  water  power 
situated  within  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  which  would  make  it 
valuable  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question  1887.  Do  you  know  that  the  Minnehaha  falls  are  on  one 
side  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  know  there  are  falls  there ;  I  never  investigated  the 
matter,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  on  the  part  of  the  reserve 
last  sold,  or  not? 

Question  1888.  Have  you  ever  travelled  over  any  portion  of  this 
reservation,  so  as  to  know  the'  value  of  the  property  ? 

Answer.  I  have  travelled  from  Minneapolis  to  the  fort,  and  from 
the  fort  to  the  lakes;  I  have  never  been  over  it,  except  on  the  travelled 
road. 
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B.  W.  Bbisbois  sworn. 
Examinaiion  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  1889.  Will  you  state  where  you  reside,  and  what  is  your 
occupation  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Prairie  du  Ghien,  Crawford  county,  Wiscon- 
sin ;  my  occupation  has  been  dealing  in  furs,  and  in  that  occupation 
have  travelled  a  good  deal. 

Question  1890.  Were  you  subpoenaed  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  been  summoned  at  all ;  I  was  informed  by  Mr. 
Bice  that  I  should  be  sent  for,  and,  having  business  on  the  way,  I 
started  in  advance ;  I  have  been  informed  that  my  name  is  on  the 
list  of  witnesses  to  be  summoned,  and  that  the  messenger  arrived  at 
Prairie  du  Chien  when  I  was  not  at  home ;  I  had  business  in  Cin- 
cinnati, New  York,  and  some  other  places. 

Question  1891.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  recent  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  by  general  rumor. 

Question  1892.  Are  you  acquainted  with  that  reservation? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1893.  What  have  been  your  opportunities  of  forming  a 
judgment  of  its  value? 

Answer.  I  was  born  in  that  country  and  have  been  over  that  reser- 
vation since  1832  probably  twenty  times.  That  is  the  reason  why  I 
feel  myself  acquainted  with  it.  The  first  time  I  was  ever  over  it  was 
in  the  fall  of  1832  or  the  spring  of  1833.  Since  that  time  I  have 
been  over  it  often. 

Question  1894.  Will  you  express  to  this  committee  what,  in  your 
judgment,  was  the  value  of  that  property  per  acre  or  in  gross,  at  the 
time  of  its  sale,  in  view  of  all  its  advantages — agricultural,  manufac- 
turing and  commercial,  or  of  any  kind  that  may  suggest  themselves 
to  your  mind? 

Answer.  That  would  be  a  rather  hard  matter  to  do.  If  it  had  been 
sold  years  ago  it  would  have  been  much  more  valuable  than  now.  In 
my  opinion,  the  fact  that  a  large  capital  has  accumulated  at  St.  Paul, 
and  at  other  points  in  the  vicinity  above  and  below  the  fort,  has 
destroyed  its  value,  to  a  great  extent,  as  a  town  site,  otherwise,  it 
would  have  been  the  best  place,  and,  I  suppose,  would  have  been 
selected  instead  of  St.  Paul.  As  to  its  value  for  agricultural  purposes, 
I  believe  it  to  be  very  good  land,  but  it  is  hard  for  me  to  place  any 
value  upon  it  from  the  fact  that  I  know  lands  around  there  have  some 
times  sold  enormously  high,  and  at  other  times  for  very  moderate 
prices.  Fdr  instance :  I  was  witness  to  a  sale  made  some  two  or  three 
years  ago  by  Colonel  Dousman,  of  a  very  handsome  piece  of  land  a 
little  outside  the  reserve,  for  which,  I  believe,  he  got  $11  per  acre.  < 
That  was  a  select  piece,  much  better  than  the  whole  reservation 
would  be  taken  together,  though  some  portions  of  the  reserve  would 
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be  vastly  superior  to  it.  For  instance,  the  point  where  the  fort  stands 
is  considered  immensely  valuable. 

Question  1895.  From  your  knowledge  of  that  land  and  of  the  lands 
in  the  vicinity,  what  is  your  opinion  the  reservation  was  wortii  in 
June  last,  as  a  whole? 

Answer.  Well,  I  do  not  know.  I  would  not  like  to  have  given  the 
price  Mr.  Steele  paid  for  it  under  the  circumstances.  I  understood 
he  paid  some  $12  per  acre  for  it.  There  is  a  large  amount  of  it  that 
is  swamp  land  or  bottom  land,  which  would  never  be  of  any  use. 
Taken  as  a  whole,  I  should  suppose  $10  or  $12  per  acre  would  have 
been  a  good  price  under  the  circumstances,  thou^  it  might  have  sold 
for  more  if  it  had  been  sold  in  smaller  pieces. 

Question  1896.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  commissioners,  in  making 
sale  of  it  at  $90,000,  realized  for  it  for  the  government  in  June,  1857, 
as  much  as  the  land  was  fairly  worth  ? 

Answer..  I  think  so,  if  sold  as  a  whole.  When  I  was  informed  of  it 
I  expressed  my  opinion  then,  that  I  would  not  have  given  that  much 
money  for  it,  under  the  circumstances.  Some  dissented  from  my 
opinion,  told  me  I  was  mistaken,  and  that  I  was  an  old  fogy,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind. 

EocamincUion  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  1897.  Do  you  think,  if  the  land  had  been  divided  up  into 
small  parcels,  and  a  general  notice  given  that  it  would  be  sold,  or  that 
sealed  proposals  would  be  received  for  it  at  a  certain  time,  that  it  would 
have  brought  more  money  than  it  did  bring  by  selling  it  in  a  body? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1898.  How  much  more? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  1899.  A  good  deal  more  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  could  not  say  how  much,  but  a  good  deal  more. 

Question  1900.  If,  then,  you  had  been  appointed  the  agent  of  the 
government  to  dispose  of  that  property,  you  would  esteem  it  your 
duty  to  adopt  that  mode  of  sale,  instead  of  selling  it  to  an  individual 
privately  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  should. 

Question  1901.  In  doing  so,  you  think  you  would  have  been  serving 
the  government  and  discharging  your  sense  of  duty  to  yourself? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question  1902.  Your  opinion  now  is  that  it  has  lost  its  value  prac- 
ticfiJly  as  a  town  site,  from  the  fact  that  other  towns  have  been  built 
up? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  1903.  You  think  it  was  and  is,  aside  from  that  considera- 
tion, the  natural  place  for  a  town  in  that  part  of  Minnesota  ? 

Answer.  I  have  always  thought  it  was. 
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Examination  hy  Mr.  FavUcner. 

Question  1904.  Yon  have  expressed  yonr  opinion  that  the  land  is 
not  worth  more  than  about  ten  or  twelve  dollars  an  acre  ? 

Answer.  That  is  so,  taking  it  as  a  whole,  and  taking  into  consid- 
eration the  time  when  the  land  was  sold. 

Question  1905.  What  induced  you  to  suppose  that  any  other  mode 
of  sale  would  have  made  that  land  bring  more  than  its  true  value  ? 

Answer.  Competition.  Many  persons  would  have  been  able  to  pur- 
chase a  small  piece  who  could  not  buy  the  whole. 

Question  1906.  Is  it  usual  at  these  public  sales  for  lands  to  bring 
more  than  their  real  value  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  There  was  a  public  sale  of  ^a  reserve  at 
Prairie  du  Chien,  made  by  Mr.  Rice  last  May.  The  lands  brought 
on  an  average  four  dollars  an  acre,  and  they  were  supposed  to  be 
worth  ten  dollars  an  acre. 

Question  1907.  I  have  no  doubt  that  some  portions  of  this  Fort 
Bnelling  reserve  would  have  been  sold  for  more  than  ten  or  twelve 
dollars  an  acre  ;  but,  suppose  the  entire  reservation  had  been  sold  at 
public  auction,  do  you  suppose  it  would  have  realized  for  the  govern- 
ment more  than  ten  or  twelve  dollars  an  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  think  the  same  amount  of  money  would 
have  realized  a  great  deal  more  profit  in  some  other  mode  of  invest- 
ment. But  in  that  sale  at  Prairie  du  Chien  the  property  sold  for  a 
great  deal  less  than  the  people  supposed  it  was  worth,  though  that 
was  sold  in  small  pieces. 

Question  1908,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Who  was  authorized  to  make  that 
sale?' 

Answer.  Henry  M.  Rice,  I  think  it  was. 

Question  1909,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Who  purchased  the  property? 

Answer.  Various  individuals.  Due  notice  was  given,  and  it  was 
sold  at  public  sale  in  front  of  the  court-house. 

Question  1910,  (bv  Mr.  Faulkner.)  What  did  it  average  per  acre? 

Answer.  Four  dollars.  That  which  was  granted  to  pre-emptors  sold 
for  $1  25  an  acre. 

Question  1911,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  How  did  that  land  compare 
with  the  Port  Snelling  land  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  It  is  superior,  as  it  has  plenty  of  timber  and  water.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  greater  part  of  that  Fort  Crawford  reserve  is 
worth  $20  an  acre.  It  is  very  good  land,  well  timbered  and  well 
watered  ? 

Question  1912,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Rice 
holds  any  of  that  land  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  1913,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  How  far  do  you  reside  from  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  Three  hundred  miles  is  the  estimated  distance,  though  I 
suppose  it  is  less  than  that. 

Question  1914,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Have  you  been  in  the  habit,  for 
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cannot  say  how  many.  I  for  a  long  time  had  a  copy  of  that  paper 
in  my  memorandum  book,  but  finally  destroyed  it,  as  I  did  not  sup- 
pose I  should  ever  have  occasion  to  use  it.  A  certain  number  of 
acres  worth  $500  an  acre  ;  a  certain  number  of  acres  worth  $100  an 
acre ;  a  certain  number  of  acres  worth  $10  an  acre,  and  a  certain 
number  of  acres  worth  $5  an  acre,  and  that  those  estimates  made  the 
one  twenty-seventh  part  worth  $49,000  and  over,  and  the  whole 
worth  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  $1,400,000.  That  was 
what  the  party  who  wanted  me  to  take  a  one  twenty-seventh  part  of 
it  represented  it  as  worth.  A  few  days  before  that  I  had  a  conver- 
sation with  Mr.  Steele  upon  the  ground.  I  saw  Colonel  Thomas, 
Major  Eastman,  and  other  officers  there. 

Question  1922.  Did  you  know,  when  you  had  the  conversation  with 
Mr.  Steele,  that  he  was  the  purchaser  of  the  property? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  he  took  me  out  upon  the  property,  and  showed 
me  the  whole  river  front. 

Question  1923.  Did  he  tell  you  what  value  he  fixed  upon  the  pro- 
perty? 

Answer.  He  told  me  what  he  asked  for  certain  lots,  and  told  me 
that  there  was  a  mile  and  a  half  of  river  front  looking  towards  St. 
Paul,  and  he  showed  me  how  he  was  going  to  lay  it  out  upon  the 
river  for  residences,  and  that  those  lots  would  be  worth  $500  each. 
I  do  not  know  what  size  they  were.  He  told  me  all  this  casually,  for 
I  had  no  idea  of  making  any  purchase,  nor  he  that  I  had  any  inten- 
tion of  doing  so.  I  went  over  there  that  day  upon  the  invitation  of 
Captain  Simpson  of  the  army.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  excitement 
that  day  upon  the  ground.  Captain  Simpson  lived  there.  He  ex- 
pressed a  great  deal  of  indignation  at  the  sale.  He  had  a  conversa- 
tion with  Major  Eastman,  and  expressed  himself  so  to  him.  I  had  a 
conversation  with  Captain  Thomas  of  the  army.  He  told  me  he  had 
Enade  a  report  to  the  department  that  morning  condemning  the  sale. 

Question  1924.  Was  there  not  general  surprise  and  indignation 
unong  the  officers  of  the  army  there,  and  among  the  citizens,  as  to 
the  mode,  manner,  and  terms  of  the  sale? 

Answer.  The  day  I  was  at  the  fort  I  was  introduced  to  the  com- 
nanding  officer  of  the  fort,  and  to  nearly  all,  if  not  all,  the  officers  of 
;he  fort,  and  there  was  not  one  among  them  that  did  not  condemn  the 
lale.  The  commanding  officer,  an  old  gray  headed  gentleman,  said 
hat  he  had  not  been  consulted,  that  not  a  word  had  been  said  to  him 
us  to  the  propriety  of  disposing  of  the  property,  or  of  dispensing  with 
lie  troops  there  either  by  Major  Eastman  or  any  one  else.  From  the 
chaplain  up,  every  Inan  condemned  it.  With  the  people  there  was 
^ne  universal  expression  of  indignation,  except  in  certain  quarters. 

Question  1926.  You  were  out  there  seeking  to  make  some  invest- 
aents? 

Answer.  I  was,  and  would  have  been  very  glad  to  have  gone  into 
he  operation  of  purchasing  Fort  Snelling.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
seling  upon  the  part  of  a  great  many  people  was  because  they  had 
iot  h€ul  an  opportunity  to  go  into  it.  I  never  heard  an  intimation 
rem  any  quarter  in  the  world  that  there  would  be  or  that  there  waa 
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any  combination  there  ench  as  Major  Eastman  stated  in  his  report 
I  am  familiar  with  all  the  operators  in  that  country.  He  stated  in  his 
report  that  it  was  bar-room  conversation  that  there  would  be  a  okb- 
bination. 

Question  1926.  Prom  your  knowledge  of  the  state  of  things  there, 
you  do  not  think  it  possible  that  a  combination  could  have  been  formed 
to  reduce  that  property  to  a  mere  nominal  sum  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  possible. 

Question  1927.  You  think  if  there  had  been  a  fair  competition  for  it 
by  private  bids  or  at  public  auction  it  would  have  brought  more? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  how  it  would  have  been  in  the  case  of  priyate 
bids,  but  at  public  auction  I  think  it  would  have  sold  for  a  great  deal 
more  money. 

EocamiMxtum  hy  Mr.  Faulhner. 

Question  1928.  When  was  it  that  the  paper  you  ^eak  of  was  shown 
to  you  by  Mr.  Prince  ? 

Answer.  It  was  within  ten  days  or  two  weeks  of  the  time  that  I 
knew  of  the  sale.  Prince  was  a  member  of  the  constitutional  conven- 
tion of  Minnesota.  He  saw  me  standing  in  the  lobby  of  the  hall  where 
the  convention  was  sitting,  and  he  came  out  smd  presented  to  me  the 
paper. 

Question  1929.  Do  you  know  whether  Prince  had  any  interest  m 
the  property? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  he  told  me  he  did  not  own  a^ 
share,  but  he  told  me  that  I  could  have  a  share  at  that  rate. 

Question  1930.  Did  you  accept  the  proposition  he  o£fered? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  should  not  have  gone  into  it  at  all,  for  I 
thought  the  estimate  a  very  extravagant  one. 

Question  1931.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  authority  to  make 
any  such  proposition  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  1932.  Had  you  embarked  in  the  purchase  of  that  prdpertyi 
what  would  you  have  been  willing  to  give  for  it? 

Answer.  I  have  never  thought  of  it  in  that  light.  I  then  thof^hi 
the  property  worth  a  great  deal  more  than  it  brought,  and  I  consid- 
ered it  worth  a  great  deal  more  than  that  in  the  panic  of  November; 
but  I  have  never  set  down  to  figure  what  I  thought  the  property  was 
worth. 

Question  1933.  What  is  the  quality  of  the  soil,  and  how  would  it 
be  priced  in  that  country  for  agricultural  purposes,  compared  widi 
other  lands  in  that  country? 

Answer.  Take  the  whole  tract  together,  I  do  not  know  but  it  is 
about  an  average  quality  with  any  eight  or  ten  thousand  acres  in  the 
Territory.     Some  of  it  is  poor  land,  and  some  of  it  is  rich. 

Question  1934.  What  would  you  estimate  such  lands  to  be  worA 
in  June  last  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  can  tell  you  how  property  sold  in  that  neighborhood, 
but  I  never  considered  lands  worth  anything  like  what  they  sold  for. 
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I  do  not  consider  any  property  in  St.  Paul  worth  more  than  one  quar- 
ter to  one  half  of  what  other  persons  consider  it  worth.  For  agri* 
cultural  purposes  I  do  not  consider  that  any  lands  within  six  miles  of 
St.  Paul  are  worth  more  than  from  $25  to  $50  an  acre.  I  know  of  * 
one  instance  where  property  six  miles  from  Fort  Snelling,  on  the 
Minnesota  river  on  the  opposite  side  from  Fort  Snelling,  was  sold  for 
$8  an  acre. 

Question  1935.  I  should  like  to  know  from  you  as  a  practical  man, 
and  one  who  seems  to  know  the  real  and  intrinsic  quality  of  land, 
what  for  agricultural  purposes  this  8,000  acres  of  land  ought  to  have 
brought  on  an  average  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  property,  for  agricultural  purposes,  was  worth, 
and  would  sell  at  any  time,  if  divided  up,  for  an  average  of  about  $20 
an  acre  I  know  that  lands  between  that  place  and  St.  Anthony,  and 
between  that  and  St.  Paul,  cannot  be  bought  for  anything  like  that 
amount  of  money,  and  never  could  since  I  have  been  there. 

Question  1936.  Have  you  ever  known  of  a  public  sale  taking  place 
m  that  northwestern  country  of  lands  belonging  to  the  United  States 
that  have  yielded  any  such  price  as  you  have  named  ? 

Answer.  There  never  has  been  any  sale  of  property  like  that, 
dtuated  as  that  is  between  two  such  points  as  St.  Paul  and  St.  An- 
thony. 

Question  1937.  In  what  respect  would  the  public  sale  of  the  Fort 
Snelling  reserve  have  differed  in  any  essential  particular  from  the 
sale  which  took  place  at  Stillwater  in  1854,  when  the  land  was  put  up 
at  public  auction  7 

Answer.  Fort  Snelling  is  in  the  centre  of  two  very  large  and  flou- 
rishing cities,  half-way  between  them.  Lands  all  around  it  on  either 
aide  of  the  river  have  sold  for  ^e  last  few  years  for  one  hundred  to 
two  hundred  dollars  an  acre.  In  1854  you  could  have  bought  any 
lands  around  St.  Paul  for  a  tenth  part  of  what  it  sold  for  la^t  sum- 
mer. Speculation  commenced  in  1854  and  has  been  raging  ever 
since.  And  two  years  ago  property  could  probably  have  been  bought 
for  one  quarter  what  it  brought  last  year.  You  cannot  make  any 
comparison  at  all  between  1854  and  1856. 

Question  1938.  I  do  not  design  to  make  a  comparison  between 
1854  and  1856  ;  but  I  ask  you  for  an  instance  where  any  public  lands 
of  the  United  States,  set  up  at  public  auction,  have  brought  anything 
like  their  real  value  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  instance.  I  never  attended  a  sale  of  that 
kind.  I  only  know  of  the  sale  of  Fort  Ripley  last  fall,  and  then  the 
land  brought  hardly  anything. 

Question  1939.  That  you  say  brought  literally  nothing  for  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question  1940.  Is  it  your  opinion,  if  these  commissioners  had 
made  an  effort  to  sell  this  land  by  sealed  proposals,  that  there  would 
have  been  combinations  to  have  prevented  a  fair  bid  for  the  govern- 
ment ? 

Answer.  I  think  if  it  had  been  offered  in  that  way  attempts  at 
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public  sale.  I  said  to  him  that  we  would  thwart  their  plans ;  that  I 
had  come  up  here  to  sell  the  land  at  a  good  price.  He  agreed  with 
me  that  those  combinations  had  been  entered  intd,  and  we  agreed  that 
we  could  not  get  as  good  a  price  for  it  if  we  put  it  up  at  public  sale 
as  we  could  if  we  managed  it  in  the  right  way.  That  was  on  Friday. 
On  Saturday  I  went  back  again,  and  we  got  to  talking  about  it  Said 
I :  *'  Who  can  we  sell  this  land  to ?''  Said  he :  **  I  think  we  can  sell 
it  to  Mr.  Steele  ;  he  is  a  resident  on  it ;  he  has  got  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  property  on  it ;  and  we  can  sell  it  to  him  for  more  than  to 
anybody  else.''  Said  I:  ** Suppose  we  address  him  a  note,  and  see 
what  he  will  give  for  it."  Major  Eastman  assented,  and  we  did  ad- 
dress him  a  note.  He  replied.  I  was  under  the  impression  at  one 
time  that  he  offered  $50,000-;  since,  however,  I  have  heard  that  it 
was  $75,000 ;  and,  upon  reflection,  I  think  it  was  that  sum.  We  re- 
plied to  his  note.  I  suppose  we  were  a  mile  apart,  and  we  sent  oar 
notes  by  a  messenger.  We  replied  that  we  could  not  take  that ;  that 
we  had  fixed  the  price  at  $90,000,  and  that  if  he  would  not  give  it  we 
should  sell  it  to  somebody  else.  If  he  would  give  it  we  would  take 
that  sum.  He  replied,  on  Monday,  that  he  would  give  $90,000.  I 
had  only  seen  Mr.  Steele  once  before,  and  we  then  parted  to  draw  up 
the  writings.  The  writing  we  made  at  that  time  was  very  brief,  not 
covering  more  than  half  a  page  of  foolscap.  He  came  down  to  St 
Paul  the  next  day,  which  was  Thursday.  Said  I  to  him  :  *'  Who  owns 
the  improvements  on  the  reservation?"  Said  he:  '*I  have  been 
trying  to  make  some  arrangement  about  the  Kenneth  McEenzie  par- 
chase.-"  Up  to  that  time  I  do  not  think  that  I  had  heard  any  thing 
about  this  claim.  Says  Mr.  Steele  :  '^Mr.  Rice  is  claiming  160  acres 
of  land  for  the  Stone  House  property."  Said  I :  **  I  never  heard  any 
thing  about  that  before."  Major  Eastman  said  he  had  heard  some- 
thing about  it.  I  remarked:  **You  have  got  to  settle  someUiing 
about  that  property."  Says  Mr.  Steele  :  '*  Let 's  go  up  and  see  Mr. 
Bice."  We  went  up  to  Mr.  Rice's  house.  Says  I  to  him:  *'It  is 
very  strange  to  me  that  you  have  waited  here  for  years,  and  have 
never  laid  any  claim  to  this  property  before."  Says  he:  *'Ihave 
always  intended  to  have  it,  and  I  must  have  160  acres  of  land  or  pay- 
ment for  the  buildings."  Says  I  to  him  :  **  You  cannot  get  from  me 
any  admission  of  your  pre-emption  claim  to  160  acres  of  land."  I  snp- 
p6se  it  is  not  necessary  to  repeat  what  followed  ;  we  had  some  pretty 
sharp  words  about  it ;  I  thought  we  should  have  had  a  personal  diffi- 
culty. Mr.  Steele  remarked  to  Mr.  Rice  :  **  Let's  go  and  have  some 
conversation  above."  They  went  into  another  room.  When  they 
came  back  Mr.  Steele  said  t^  me  that  he  would  settle  all  claims  upon 
the  reservation,  and  take  it  at  the  price  we  had  agreed  on.  We  then 
separated  to  write  out  the  contract.  I  went  back  to  my  room,  and  I 
wrote  out  one,  and  Major  Eastman  wrote  one.  Mr.  Steele  did  not 
come  in  tmtil  late  in  the  evening.  He  examined  the  contracts  we  had 
""bitten  out,   and  the  next  day  he  came  back  and  we  signed  the 

^^eft^^o^  19^3-  Had  you  any  instructions  from  the  Secretary  of 
Vt  V^^^^  ^^  pwale,  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  tlria  property,  other 
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than  those  contained  in  the  written   instructions  and  the  remarks 
made  to  you  when  you  separated  from  him  at  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  other  instructions  from  him  or  anybody  else. 
The  governor  said  to  me,  as  I  remarked  before,  **Keep  your  eyes 
skinned  ;  you  are  going  among  a  parcel  of  sharpers  and  speculators. 
I  want  you  to  make  the  best  sale  the  government  ever  had  made.'' 
Said  he,  **Iknow  how  you  trade  at  home,"  remarking  on  some  of 
my  transactions  that  I  suppose  it  is  not  necessary  to  mention — I  had 
been  sheriff  at  home — '*and  I  know  if  you  have  a  little  warning  they 
cannot  touch  you  in  a  trade,"  or  something  of  that  kind.  Said  he, 
'*I  want  you  to  execute  this  commission  to  the  best  of  your  judg- 
ment. You  understand  speculation  ;  you  undersand  mankind."  I 
do  not  know  that  these  were  his  exact  words,  but  they  were  about 
that.  He  said,  **  All  I  have  got  to  say  to  you  is,  that  I  know  you  will 
do  the  best  you  can  for  the  government ;"  something  of  that  kind.  I 
had  no  kind  of  instructions  from  anybody  else.  I  went  there  un- 
trammelled. I  went  there  to  sell  the  land  for  the  best  price  that 
could  be  got  for  it.  I  went  to  sell  it  for  the  best  price  the  govern- 
ment ever  sold  any  land  for  ;  and  it  sold  for  a  much  better  price  than 
it  would  have  sold  for  at  public  sale.  If  it  had  been  sold  at  public 
sale,  I  have  no  doubt  it  would  not  have  brought  $50,000.  I  have  no 
doubt,  from  what  I  heard  on  the  steamboats,  in  the  hotels,  and  every- 
where, that  if  it  had  been  sold  at  public  sale,  in  small  lots,  it 
would  not  have  brought  more  than  $2  50  per  acre.  I  would  not  be 
positive  about  it,  but  that  is  my  opinion.  It  seemed  to  be  the  fixed 
purpose  of  men  about  there  that  no  land  of  the  government  should  be 
sold  for  more  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre.  That  seemed  to 
be  the  opinion  of  most  men  with  whom  I  had  conversation.  The^t 
seemed  to  be  the  fixed  determination  there.  I  did  not  know  any 
one  there,  and  they  did  not  know  me.  I  asked  no  questions  of  them 
and  they  asked  none  of  me. 

Question  1944.  Were  you  aware,  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  that  any 
person,  other  than  Franklin  Steele,  was  interested  in  it  as  a  pur- 
chaser ? 

Answer.  I  was  not ;  and  I  do  not  know  to  this  diay  that  anybody 
IB  interested,  only  from  rumor.  I  had  no  idea  at  the  time  who  was 
interested,  except  himself.  I  did  not  know  that  any  one  was,  and  I 
only  supposed  there  were  others  because  I  did  not  suppose  they  would 
allow  him  to  purchase  it  by  himself  I  supposed  at  the  time,*  perhaps, 
Mr.  Rice  had  entered  into  some  sort  of  a  combination  with  Mr.  Steele, 
from  the  conversation  which  took  place  in  Mr.  Rice's  house  ;  but  that 
was  only  a  surmise  of  mine.  When  we  accepted  Mr.  Steele's  offer,  I 
had  no  idea  that  anybody  was  interested  except  himself. 

Question  1945.  What,  in  your  judgment,  was  the  value  of  the 
buildings  on  the  reservation,  other  than  those  erected  by  the  govern- 
ment ? 

Answer.  I  think  we  valued  them  at  $30,000.  I  went  through  the 
hotel,  the  stone  building,  and  Mr.  Steele's  property.  Another  thing 
your  question  leads  to  is  this :  after  the  sale  was  made,  Mr.  Steele 
remarked,  that  **if  we  had  sold  the  land  to  anybody  else,  he  would 
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have  claimed  damiigus  from  the  governing 
that  1  looked  ii(»do  tlie  sale  about  like  this  :  ; 
to  anybody  oUe,  the  black  reimblicans  in  J 
unscrupulous  enough  to  hnve  given  you  I 
You  arc  a  democrat,  it  is  true,  but  for  all 
would  have  given  you  $50*000  for  your  bull 
upon  the  i*ale  as,  in  reality,  made  for  130^; 
the  price  named* 

Quention  104C,  Had  you  any  object  or  im 
to  promote  the  be&t  interests  of  the  gove: 

Aujiwer.  So  help  me  God  I  had  not,     I 
had  no  tnterei^t  in  it  in  any  nhape,  except  mi 
and  I  think  the  govorament  ought  to  pay 
pen.^es  amounted  to,  over  and  above  the  t 
and  mileage  were  allowed*    I  had  no  inten 
sale  1  could  for  the  government,  which  1 1] 

Quest ioti  1947.  Did  you  wiucerely  belie 
T^hich  YOU  udoptod  in  June  last  wai^  that  h 
the  interestii  of  the  governmeut? 

Answer.   If  I  had  not  I  should  not  havu 
to  make  the  best  mh  1  could  for  the  goii 
that  w^ay  because  I  deemed  it  more  condu^ 
*  United  States  than  any  other  mode  in  whicl 

Quefc*tion  1948.  Did  you  and  Major  Easitma 
*of  the  value  of  this  property  before  you 
490,000? 

Auswer,  I  went  over  it  twice  and  exai 
through  the  fort^  and  I  went  through  tha 
of*     I  supposed  that  was  as*  careful  an  exa 

Questifni  1949.  Did  you  and  Mnjor  East 
what  was  the  value  of  this  property  by  agre 
you  offered  it  for  sale? 

Answer.  We  did,  1  can  give  you  my  r 
value  at  which  I  fixed  it,  I  know  nothing  al 
'lations,  but  I  came  at  it  in  this  way  :  here  is 
miles  down  the  river ;  here  are  8t.  Anthf 
towne,  six  or  seven  miles  up  the  river*  I  i 
vation  tis  valuable  for  a  torni,  because  thei 
towns  within  so  short  a  distance,  1  did  ni 
they  might  have  about  it,  but  I  did  not  kno 
with  a  city  of  12,000  or  15,000  inhabitanta 
two  other  large  towns  with  large  manufactu 
I  valued  the  lands  at  |10  per  acre.  The  ] 
them  so  low,  as  some  think — I  think  it  waa 
much  dislike  to  give  it  mysself ;  I  told  Mr, 
was  completed,  *\you  have  got  a  hard  ba, 
fixed  the  value  as  low  as  $10  per  acre  waa 
stance,  where  I  saw  six  oxen  ploughing  i 
finest  soil  I  ever  saw,  that  at  the  bottom  of 
fine  black  soil  which  I  aaw  on  the  top,  the; 
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remarked  that  I  would  not  give  $2  50  per  acre  for  that  land,  because 
in  less  than  ten  years  it  would  be  blown  up  into  sand  banks.  I  valued 
the  land  at  $80,000  and  the  buildings  at  about  $10,000.  That  was 
the  calculation  I  made.  Major  Eastman  said  he  thought  I  had  put 
the  land  too  high,  but  he  thought  the  improvements  were  worth 
$15,000  or  $20,000.  There  is  a  portion  of  that  land  I  would  not  give 
20  cents  per  acre  for  for  agricultural  purposes.  I  suppose  Mr.  Steele 
may  try  to  build  up  a  town  there.     I  do  not  know  what  his  purpose  is. 

Question  1950.  Were  you  satisfied,  from  the  conversaifioh  you  had 
at  St.  Paul  and  other  points,  that  if  this  property  had  been  put  up 
at  public  sale  there  would  have  been  combinations  to  reduce  its 
value? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  there  would  have.  been.  I  believe  comi- 
binations  were  already  formed  from  what  I  learned.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  was  fully  carried  out,  but  I  believ-e  the  principles  of  it  were 
fully  fixed  in  the  minds  of  the  parties.  Who  they  were  I  do  not 
know.  I  do  not  believe  I  talked  with  any  man  about  it  except  the 
barkeeper  or  bookkeeper  at  the  hotel.  There  was  no  one  there  that 
I  cared  about,  and  I  suppose  they  cared  less  about  me.  The  land 
about  the  fort  might  have  brought  more  than  $10  per  acre,  but  when 
you  got  back  I  do  not  believe  it  would  have  brought  more  than  five 
cents  per  acre.  I  do  not  believe  the  whole  tract  would  have  brought? 
more  than  $50,000,  and  it  would  not  have  brought  that  by  selling  it 
in  small  parcels. 

Eocamtnation  by  the  chairman. 

Question  1951.  After  reaching  St.  Paul  did  you  communicate  the 
fact  to  the  citizens  there,  or  to  any  person,  that  you  were  authorized 
by  the  government  to  sell  this  property? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did.     I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question  1952.  Was  it  generally  known  in  St.  Paul,  or  about  the 
reservation,  that  you  and  Major  Eastman  were  authorized  to  sell  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was.  I  do  not  know  that  I  told  any 
one  else  except  the  barkeeper  or  bookkeeper  at  the  hotel.  I  had 
nothing  to  say  to  the  people. 

Question  1952.  You  did  not  know,  then,  only  from  conversations 
in  your  presence  upon  the  boat  going  up,  and  in  St.  Paul  after  you 
got  there,  that  there  were  combinations  formed  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  else.  • 

Question  1953.  Did  you  make  inquiry  of  persons  there  as  to  the 
value  of  lands  in  the  vicinity,  so  as  to  enable  you  to  judge  what  they 
were  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  and  found  various  prices  fixed  upon  them.  I  weht 
out  in  a  buggy  one  day  and  met  several  country  persons,  as  I  sup- 
posed— ^farmers,  I  presume.  They  valued  their  lands,  some  at  $50  per 
acre  and  others  at  $10  ;  some  one  price  and  some  another.  I  rode 
out  several  miles  from  the  reserve,  and  I  found  one  man  holding  his 
land  at  $60  per  acre,  and  another,  right  adjoining,  at  $10  ;  so  that,  as 
far  as  that  was  concerned,  there  seemed  to  be  no  fixed  price. 
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Question  1954,  Were  you  inquired  of  by  any  parties  in  MinneaoU 
to  know  whether  you  were  authorized  to  sell  this  land  or  not  ? 
Answer.  I  was  not.  I  was  asked  no  questions  about  it. 


THURSDAY,  March  4,  1858. 

Wm.  Kino  Heiskell  recalled. 

EocaminaJtion  by  Mr.  PetiiL 

Question  1955.  Where  at  the  time  of  your  appointment  did  you 
reside  ? 

Answer.  At  Abingdon,  Washington  county,  Yirg^a. 

Question  1956.  Was  the  Secretary  of  War  your  neighbor  there? 

Answer.  He  was. 

Question  1957.  Did  he  live  in  the  same  town  with  you? 

Answer.  He  lived  in  the  same  village. 

Question  1958.  What  was  the  fight  against  the  know-nothings 
which  yourself  and  Governor  Floyd  waged  ? 

Answer.  Governor  Floyd  and  myself  were  running  against  the 
know-nothings  for  the  legislature. 

Question  1959.  Was  your  victory  upon  that  occasion,  in  conversa- 
tion between  yourself  and  Governor  Floyd,  to  have  connexion  with  a 
four  or  five  thousand  dollar  place  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  because  that  was  long  before  Mr.  Buchanan 
received  his  nomination,  and  therefore  could  not  have  had  anythiBg 
to  do  with  it.  The  election  took  place  in  May,  and  Mr.  Bucbanan 
was  not  nominated  until  November.  I  had  no  idea  of  anything  of  the 
kind.     I  had  no  idea  that  Governor  Floyd  would  be  in  the  cabinet. 

Question  1960.  Was  it  after  Mr.  Floyd  received  information  that 
he  would  be  appointed  to  a  seat  in  the  cabinet  that  you  refreshed  his 
memory  that  you  wished  such  a  place  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  refreshing  about  it.  I  never  intimated  that 
I  wanted  a  place.  Mr.  Floyd  received  some  information  that  he 
would  be  in  the  cabinet,  and  it  was  three  t)r  four  days  after  that  that 
I  remarked  to  him  that  I  would  like  to  have  some  appointment 
That  was  nearly  nine  months  after  the  election  to  the  legislature. 
This  occurred  in  February,  and  he  was  elected  the  May  previous. 

Question  1961.  What  personal  opportunities  had  you  before  the 
time  of  your  appointment  of  knowing  the  modes  of  making  public 
land  sales  in  the  northwest  ? 

Answer.  I  had  none. 

Question  1962.  What  opportunities  had  you  of  knowing  the  modes 
of  conducting  them,  and  of  the  manner  of  effecting  combinations  for 
defeating  fair  sales  ? 

Answer.  All  I  can  say  is.  that,  being  in  the  Virginia  legislature,  I 
had  heard  something  said  about  it  by  members  who  had  been  in  the 
northwest  speculating.     They  gave  me  some  information  as  to  hoir 
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those  things  were  done.  I  was  .told  that  frequently,  at  land  sales, 
combinations  were  so  strong  that  men  were  carried  off  from  the 
ground  and  not  permitted  to  bid.  Some  of  my  friends  from  my 
county  had  been  out  there,  and  I  got  a  great  deal  of  information 
from  them. 

Question  1963.  You  may  state  whether  you  had  yourself  been  upon 
apy  of  the  territory  where  public  lands  were  sold  under  the  prevail- 
ing system. 

Answer.  I  had  not. 

Question  1964.  Up  to  the  time  of  your  appointment,  had  you  been 
northwest  of  the  Ohio  river  ? 

Answer.  I  had  been  to  the  Ohio  river  several  times,  but  never 
north  of  it. 

Question  1965.  Up  to  the  time  of  your  appointment,  had  you  any 
knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  the  public  lands  of  the  west  and 
northwest  were  surveyed  into  townships,  ranges,  sections,  and  sub- 
divisions of  sections  ? 

Answer.  I  supposed  I  had.  Oentlemen  who  know  anything  about 
matters  at  all,  would  know  something  about  these  matters.  Having 
been  myself  somewhat  of  a  trader  in  lands  in  my  own  county,  and 
having  made  nearly  all  I  have  from  speculating  in  lands,  I  should  be 
supposed  to  know  something  about  things  of  that  sort.  I  have  been 
a  hard  student  of  newspapers  in  my  time,  and,  understanding  the 
business  of  the  country,  I  have  examined  this  matter. 

Question  1966.  At  what  time  did  you  receive  your  invitation  from 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  come  to  Washington  ? 

Answer.  About  the  latter  part  of  April. 

Question  1967.  Did  yon  first  write  him  for  a  place  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  It  was  just  a  few  days  before  he  left  home,  and 
after  he  had  received  notice  that  he  would  probably  be  appointed 
Secretary  of  War,  that  I  told  him  what  I  did.  After  he  became 
Secretary,  he  wrote  to  me  that  there  was  no  place  here  that  I  would 
have,  because  he  knew  my  habits,  and  that  being  confined  in  an  office 
did  not  suit  me. 

Question  1968.  Did  you  accordingly  come  on  to  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  came  on  to  Washington  after  I  got  his  letter  telling  me 
that  he  wanted  me  to  effect  the  sale  of  a  reservation.  I  do  not  think 
he  said  what  reservation  it  was. 

Question  1969.  After  meeting  Secretary  Floyd,  what  did  he  tell 
you  in  regard  to  the  selling  of  the  reservation  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me,  as  I  stated  yesterday,  that  he  wanted  me  to 
eell  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  1970.  What  was  his  description  of  it  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not  give  me  any  description  of  it.  He  told  me  he 
wanted  me  to  go  and  make  the  best  sale  I  could. 

Question  1971.  State  whether  in  the  use  of  the  terms  '*  old  fellow,'' 
'*  old  boy,''  &c.,  you  understood  them  in  an  offensive  or  in  an  amiable 
eense  ? 

Answer.  I  certainly  understood  them  in  an  amiable  sense,  from  the 
intimacy  which  had  grown  up  between  us  for  years.     I  should  not 
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have  taken  it  from  him  as  intended  in  an  offensive  sense.  It  is  a 
phrase  I  have  frequently  heard  him  use  among  his  friends,  and  I  haye 
frequently  spoken  to  him  using  the  expression  **  old  fellow."  I  be- 
lieve that  was  the  yemark  I  made  to  him  when  I  said,  "  Old  fellow,  I 
do  not  want  you  to  forget  me." 

Question  1972.  State  whether  you  have  ever  been  in  the  military 
service  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  further  than  being  a  third  corporal  in  a  mili- 
tary company  of  the  Virginia  militia,  and  that  waa  only  for  a  very  short 
time. 

Question  1973.  What  studies  of  a  military  kind  had  you,  up  to  tbe 
time  of  your  appointment,  pursued  to  enable  you  to  determine  with 
advantage  as  to  the  importance  of  retaining  Fort  Snelling  as  a  mili- 
tary post  ? 

Answer.  None  in  the  world,  sir.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  opinion  of  a  military  gentleman  to  be  called  in  in  this 
matter,  because  I  think  any  man  of  common  sense  would  discover  that 
that  place  was  not  necessaary  as  a  fort,  it  being  some  two  hundred 
miles  within  the  borders  of  civilization,  and  the  probabilities  are  that 
if  Indian  depredations  took  place,  they  would  be  committed  one  hun- 
dred miles  away  upon  the  frontier,  and  before  troops  from  that  point 
could  get  to  them.  As  to  its  suitability  as  a  fort,  I  suppose  there  is 
no  question  as  to  that,  but  I  do  not  suppose  that  has  anything  to  do 
with  the  question  of  its  necessity  as  a  fort 

Question  1974.  The  instructions  of  the  Secretary  to  you  contained 
the  following  language :  *'  You  will  examine  Port  Snelling  with  refer- 
ence to  its  being  retained  as  a  military  depot  for  the  use  of  the  gov- 
ernment."    State  if  you  made  an  examination  accordingly? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  think  I  examined  that  satisfactorily,  having 
been  engaged  as  the  agent  of  a  very  large  manufacturing  establish- 
ment for  which  it  was  necessary  to  keep  depots  for  a  large  supply  of 
salt.  I  could  not  and  do  not  yet  conceive  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity for  retaining  it  as  a  place  of  deposit,  because  I  think  that  storage 
could  be  more  cheaply  done  by  commission  merchants,  if  there  was 
any  necessity  for  it,  than  by  retaining  it  as  a  fort.  But  I  do  not  think 
that  at  all  necessary,  because  it  would  be  hardly  necessary  to  unload 
boats  and  reship  provisions  and  supplies. 

Question  1976.  What  examination  imder  the  instructions  just  read 
did  you  make  ? 

Answer.  I  examined  that  matter  in  two  lights.  So  far  as  the 
buildings  were  concerned,  it  would  answer  very  well  as  a  depot.  Bnt 
I  thought  it  was  not  necessary  to  stop  supplies  there — and  it  was  upon 
that  ground  I  went — as  the  Minnesota  river  was  navigable  for  one 
hundred  miles  or  more  to  Port  Ridgley.  Supplies  could  be  sent 
directly  up  to  Port  Ridgley. 

Question  1976.  Did  you  make  any  actual  personal  examination  of 
the  fort  or  of  its  position  as  a  point  of  defence  and  depot  for  the 
country  north  and  west  of  it,  beyond  what  you  have  named  ? 

Answer.  I  went  over  it  and  examined  the  fort  and  buildings. 

Question  1977.  The  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  contain 
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the  following  language  :  **Upon  the  above  points  you  will  report  to 
this  department  as  soon  as  practicable,  after  you  have  obtained-  the 
desired  information,  so  that  yon  may  receive  further  instructions  in 
regard  thereto."  State  whether  you  made  any  report  of  the  kind 
here  directed,  and  if  so,  what  it  was  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  make  any. 

Question  1978.  Why  did  you  not  make  such  a  report? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  did  not  make  any  report  for  this  reason:  I 
went  there  to  sell  the  reservation  ;  I  found,  as  I  believed,  that  specu- 
lators had  entered  into  combinations  ;  and  my  opinion  was  that,  if  I 
had  taken  time  to  inform  the  Secretary  in  regard  to  this  matter,  the 
speculators  would  have  got  squatters  upon  the  land,  and  have  pre- 
vented a  sale  of  the  land,  either  publicly  or  privately,  by  the  com- 
missioners. 

Question  1979.  In  what  manner  was  it  possible  for  speculators  and 
squatters  to  occupy  the  ground  set  apart  as  a  military  reserve,  and 
then  defended  by  a  garrison  ? 

Answer.  As  they  have  done  heretofore,  and  as  they  once  did  before, 
when  they  sold  off  a  part  of  this  reserve  ;  I  heard  that  the  squatters 
went  upon  it,  and  when  the  troops  wanted  to  get  them  off  they  could 
not  do  it ;  I  believe  at  one  time  they  were  removed,  either  there  or 
at  Stillwater,  and  they  applied  to  Congress  and  Congress  sustained 
their  rights. 

Question  1980.  Congress  sustained  their  rights  by  passing  a  pre- 
emption law,  did  they  not  ? 

Answer.  They  gave  pre-emption  rights  to  those  men. 

Question  1981.  If  then,  in  this  case,  a  law  was  necessary  to  give 
settlers  the  privilege  of  settling  upon  the  remainder  of  the  reserva- 
tion, why  do  you  say  now  that  you  did  not  have  time  to  communicate 
with  the  Secretary  of  War,  especially  when  you  knew  there  would 
be  no  meeting  of  Congress  for  many  months  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  I  said  I  thought  I  should  not  have  time,  because  I  wanted 
to  sell  the  land  for  the  best  price  I  could  get  for  it,  and  because  I  did 
not  want  to  give  time  to  squatters  to  squat  upon  it  ;  it  was  not 
Congress  I  was  looking  at,  but  the  squatters. 

Question  1982.  Having  been  instructed  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
in  this  way,  why  did  you  not  obey  his  instructions  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  because  I  thought  I  could  get  a  better  price  by 
not  doing  it. 

Question  1983.  What  authority  did  you  have  to  act  in  the  sale  of 
that  reservation  at  all,  except  in  obedience  to  the  instructions  given 
you  ? 

Answer.  None  at  all. 

Question  1984.  Who  took  the  commission  of  Major  Eastman  and 
yourself  to  Minnesota  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  1986.  On  what  day  did  you  receive  it? 

Answer.  I  received  it,  I  suppose,  on  the  day  of  its  date.  I  think 
it  was  the  25th  or  26th  of  May.     I  was  at  the  War  Department  every 
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day.     It  inui^l  have  been  on  tlie  ^anio  day, 
the  27th  or  28th»  and  was  in  St,  Paul  on  tU 

Question  1986.   On  wlml  day  did  you  m 

AuBwer.  Tlireo  or  four  days  after  I  reac 

Question  1987,  Was  it  eo  long  as  three, 

Answer*  It  was  three  days  or  more,  bei 
got  there  l  did  not  go  ont ;  the  next  day  I 
I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  saw  him  th6  t| 
in  St*  Paul  on  Sunday,  and  I  t^taw  him  that 

Question  1988.  On  what  day  did  you  m\ 

Answer,  I  am  nut  certain  j  but  it  waa  ei 
or  the  fir*5t  of  tho  Bucceeding  week.  It  w 
5th  and  the  8th,  after  I  got  there. 

QneBtion  1989,   Yim  state  that  the  day  ; 
up  an  agreement  w^hich  covered  about  half 
satisfactory,  you  drew  up  another.     On  wfc 
ment  made  and  entered  into? 

Aueswer.  I  do  not  Tet!ollet;t  what  day, 
the  next  week,  and  it  wm  some  day  betw 
We  were  two  or  three  days  in  wTiting  out  s 
1  wrote  out  nearly  a  quire  of  paper  before 

Question  1990.   By  the  written  terms  of 
of  payment  were   * '190,000;    one-third  ( 
the  1st  day  of  July  next,  and  tlie  residue 
nients  thereafter.*'       Htate  on  what  antlw 
allowing  credit  upou  tlie  purclwiBe  ? 

Answer.  None  in  the  world.  It  wm  su 
Secretary  of  War.     That  was  the  verbal  \ 

Question  199 L  Up  to  the  time  yf  your 
miliar  with,  or  did  you  have  any  knowledg 
the  pre-emption  and  the  sale  of  publie  laujj 

Answer*  I  had  oul}^  what  I  gained  from 
t lemon  who  sometitueti  dealt  in  jmblic  land 
them, 

Que.Htitin  1992,  Did  you  know  that  it  waa 
ernment,  and  that  it  waa  not  provided  for 
upon  credit  ? 

Answer.  I  did^  sir,  where  the  lands  w^ei 
public  lands  ;  but  this  I  looked  upon  as 
my  opinion  was  that  tlie  Secretary  of  War 
matter.     I  understood  that  this  wtm  go  verm 
w*hat  applied  to  public  lands.  ^ 

Question  1993>   In  the  report  made  by  y 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  the  iblUm  iug  la 
that  his  (Steele ^s)  improvements  have  cost  a 
for  each  separate  and  valuable  one  to  pen 
acres,  the  amount  of  land  he  would  be  th 
price  would  amount  to  nearly  1,000  ac 
reBervatiou/'     Up  to  the  time  of  makijig 
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that,  under  the  pre-emption  laws,  a  single  claimant  was  only  permitted 
to  enter  160  aqjes? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  1994.  If  so,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  language  I  have 
quoted? 

Answer.  Mr.  Steele  has  himself  a  dwelling  upon  the  reservation. 
He  has  an  overseer  or  some  person,  I  do  not  know  what  to  call  him, 
who  lives  at  a  little  distance  from  his  house,  who  has  a  dwelling  upon 
it.  Mr.  Steele  claimed  to  have  the  right  and  said  he  would  settle  the 
Kenneth  McKenzie  claim,  or  the  Baker  claim.  I  believe  Baker  was 
the  original  owner.  Mr.  Steele  has  on  the  opposite  side  some  ferry 
houses,  in  which  he  has  some  ferrymen.  We  had  no  conversatio^ 
with  him  before  we  had  made  the  proposition  and  it  had  been  accepted 
by  him,  but  afterwards  he  remarked  that  if  we  had  sold  the  reserva- 
tion to  any  one  else,  he  would  have  claimed  160  acres  for  each  of  those 
improvements.     That  is  the  reason  for  that  portion  of  the  report. 

Question  1995.  You  imply  by  your  report  that  Mr.  Steele  had  a 
title,  by  equitable  pre-emption,  to  enter  about  a  thousand  acres  of 
land? 

Answer.  I  think  you  misunderstand  me.  The  meaning  I  intended 
to  convey  by  my  language  was  this :  He  told  me  afterwards,  as  I  said 
in  my  first  answer,  that  if  the  sale  had  been  made  to  any  other  person 
he  would  have  gone  to  Congress  and  claimed  his  pre-emptioi^  rights. 
That  was  before  we  had  made  any  writing,  but  after  the  terms  of  the 
sale  had  been  agreed  upon. 

Question  1996.  You  say  in  your  report,  that  on  questioning  Mr. 
Steele,  he  frankly  stated  that  he  did  not  go  on  the  said  reservation, 
neither  did  he  make  or  purchase  improvements  upon  the  same  with 
the  expectation  of  having  the  pre-emption  right  extended  to  him ; 
why,  then,  did  you  regard  him  as  entitled  to  have  a  claim  upon  the 
government? 

Answer.  We  did  not  so  regard  him.  As  I  before  remarked,  he  said 
he  would  have  come  to  Congress,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  claim  would 
have  been  allowed  him. 

Question  1997.  If  you  acknowledged  no  right  in  Mr.  Steele  to  buy 
that  land,  why  did  you  address  him  alone  in  the  first  instance  to  make 
the  purchase? 

Answer.  Because  I  think  our  conclusions  were,  that  he  was  cer- 
tainly entitled  to  have  the  refusal  of  it  from  the  money  he  had  spent 
upon  the  lands  in  improvements.  If  he  had  not  given  us  pur  price 
for  the  lands  we  should  then  probably  have  proceeded  to  have  sold 
it  in  a  different  way.  * 

Question  1998.  Why  in  one  answer  do  you  say  you  regarded  Steele 
not  legally  entitled  to  any  relief,  and  again  that  you  regarded  him  as 
entitled  to  the  refusal  of  the  purchase  ? 

Answer.  We  go  upon  justice  very  frequently,  when  the  technicality 
of  the  law  demands  one  thing  and  justice  another.  We  thought  that 
Mr.  Steele,  in  justice,  was  entitled  to  his  claims  for  the  improvements 
he  had  maide,  and  I  should  so  decide  now.  There  is  a  differonce  be- 
tween law  and  justice.     The  law  sometimes  decides  very  much  against 
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the  justice  of  the  case.     We  wer«  looking  to 
probably;  rnther  thiin  the  law. 

Qtiegtiun  1999.  In  the  in^truetions  of  S 
^iirected  to  geli  at  private  sale,  in  tractt^  or  hi 
m  to  eimble  persons  of  fimall  means  to  purchas 
in  your  jutlgment  might  he  deemed  bet*t,  but 
than  17  50  per  acre  ;  state  what  efforts  yon 
for  the  land  in  parceUi  or  whether  yon  madei 
view  to  such  a  motle  of  s^ale  ? 

Anawt*r.   I  think  1  explained  that  jesterdl 
flgaiiL     From  Abingdon  to  this  city,  and  wr 
knowi  to  every  acquaintance  I  met  my  bnmni 
man  while  I  wa**  here,  and  to  aDother  gentlemi 
etating  what  was  my  bnsinesw,  and  after  1  arriv 
a  letter  from  a  gentleman  down  the  river  in  ref< 
when  I  left  here  1  found  that  Ppeoulation  in  h 
it  was  a  speculation  without  reference  to  pri 
was  on  tlie  doctrine  that  if  any  man  could  mi 
government,  it  was  all  right ;  that  no  land 
ment  was  worth  more  than  a  doUar  and  a  quai 
the  general  exivression  of  opinion  of  the  cr* 
Paul  I  heard  the  same  thing  everywhere  a 
BIS  tlie  Secretary  of  War  was  concerned,  I  h 
a  good  price  could  be  obtained  for  the  land^ 
lots.     But  when  I  got  to  St,  Paul  I  found  tl 
public  sale  in  small  lots,   it  woidd  prohabljj 
price,  and  very  little  more.     A  portion  of  tM 
yesterday,  I  do  not  believe  would  have  bfOU| 
For  these  reasons  I  told  Major  Eastman^ — a; 
who  is  responsible  for  the  private  sale — tha 
public   sale    it  would    not   bring  $20,  t)00. 
strong  feeling  existing  among  the  people  agaiJ 
ceiving  more  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
public  sal©  it  would  be  as  likely  to  sell  for  lesi 
Certainly,  if  ive  put  it  up  at  public  auction, 
like  the  price  for  it  which  it  was  worth.     Hi 
received  his  comraisssion  that  he  had  no  idi 
do  with  the  sale*     He  thought  he  was  only  i 
it ;  but  when  he  received  his  instructions 
with  me. 

Question  2000.  At  what  place  in  Virgi 
renide  ? 

Answer   I  dn  not  recollect.     I  met  him 
first  saw  him  he  told  me  he  wa^  coming  to  tl 
going  to  enter  lands. 

Question  2001,  In  your  letter,  supplemed 
Secretary  of  War,  you  say  **I  found  in  mi: 
whom  I  was  entirely  unknown,  where  the  sil 
cuisiN^d/'  Ac,  why  did  you  conceal  from  otl 
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you  had  to  make  the  sale^  when  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Claiborne  and  your 
friend  near  Winona  that. you  were  $iuthorized  to  make  the  sale? 

Answer.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Clairborne  from  here,  the  day  after  I  got 
my  commission,  I  believe,  that  I  would  be  at  St.  Paul  on  a  certain  day. 
I  wrote  to  my  friend  at  Portland,  or  whatever  is  the  name  of  the  place, 
near  Winona,  that  he  had  no  chance  for  a  speculation,  that  combina- 
tions among  the  people  were  being  made,  or  had  been  made,  and  from 
what  I  could  judge  from  the  conversation  I  had  heard  in  reference  to 
what  was  going  on,  I  knew  there  would  be  no  chance  for  him.  He 
had  s  brother  with  him,  and  I  understood  they  had  only  some  $5,000 
or  $6, 000  to  invest,  and  that  they  expected  to  buy  land  at  the  govern- 
ment price.     I  came  to  this  place  with  him. 

Question  2002.  Did  you  meet  Dr.  Graham  while  you  were  at  St. 
Paul? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  2003.  Were  you  a  previous  acquaintance  of  his  or  did 
you  make  his  acquaintance  there  ? 

Answ^er.  I  have  met  him  before.  I  believe  I  was  introduced  to 
him  once.  I  have  seen  him  frequently.  I  saw  him  in  Richmond 
during  the  session  of  the  legislature,  of  which  I  have  spoken,  when  I 
was  a  member. 

Question  2004.  Was  Dr.  Graham  aware  that  you  were  at  St.  Paul 
for  the  purpose  of  making  this  sale  ? 

.  Answer.  I  suppose  he  was ;  I  saw  him  in  thi^  city  before  I  went 
west,  and  again  in  Philadelphia.  He  told  me  that  he  was  going  out 
there,  and  I  agreed  to  wait  for  him  in  Philadelphia. 

Question  2005,  Did  not  you  tell  him  that  you  were  authorized  to 
make  the  sale,  and  did  you  not  confer  with  him  about  the  mode  of 
sale? 

Answer.  I  think  I  told  him  I  was  going  to  sell  it,  but  we  had  no 
conference  about  the  manner  of  sale. 

Question  2006.  What  examinations  of  the  fort  and  reservation  did' 
you,  in  fact,  make  before  you  determined  upon  the  mode  of  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  stated  yesterday,  in  my  general  answer,  that  I  went 
over  the  reservation  twice.  I  went  to  the  lakes  and  to  the  fort  twice. 
I  looked  at  the  buildings  and  looked  around  at  everything. 

Question  2007.  Did  you  drive  over  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  did  not  walk  a  great  deal.  I  drove  over  it 
in  an  open  buggy. 

Question  2008.  How  many  hours  did  you  spend  upon  the  reserva- 
tion before  eflfecting  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  I  drove  out  one  morning  to  find  Major 
Eastman.  I  left  St.  Paul  directly  after  breakfast;  I  cannot  say  at 
what  hour  I  had  breakfast.  I  think  I  was  on  the  reservation  probably 
six  or  eight  hours. 

Question  2009.  If  you  were  there  on  any  other  occasions,  state 
them? 

Answer.  The  other  time  I  do  not  recollect  how  long  I  was  ther.e. 
I  think,  on  reflection,  I  was  there  about  three  or  four  hours  the  first 
time,  and,  perhaps,  six  or  eight  hours  the  second. 
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Answer.  That  seemed  to  be  the  general  impression. 

Question  2019.  In  a  case,  then,  such  as  supposed  by  you,  would  not 
private  interest  induce  such  a  competition  as  would  have  made  it  prac- 
ticable to  sell  the  land  at  a  full  price? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  for  this  reason :  a. few  years  ago  a  former  part 
of  the  reservation,  including  the  Falls  of  St.  Anthony,  which  are  the 
finest  water  power  in  the  world,  was  brought  to  sale ;  and  it  all  sold, 
as  I  have  been  informed,  for  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre.  There 
was  one  gentleman  who  had  the  hardihood  to  make  a  bid  against  the 
combination,  and  he  was  carried  off  the  ground  and  told  he  had  no 
business  th6re.     I  do  not  know  that  was  done,  but  I  was  told  so. 

Question  2020.  In  the  manner  I  have  named,  by  means  of  proposals, 
reserving  to  yourselves  the  right  to  accept  or  reject  the  proposals, 
could  there  have  been  any  sale  unless  you  got  your  price  for  the  land  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  could  have  been. 

Question  2021.  Explain  how  you  could  have  been  divested  of  your 
title  until  you  had  gotten  your  prices? 

Answer.  I  might  have  rejected  the  proposals,  but  I  did  not  under- 
stand that  under  the  instructions  we  had  any  right  to  receive  private 
proposals  at  a  public  sale.  If  it  had  been  advertised,  it  would  have 
been  a  public  sale.  The  proposals,  according  to  the  mode  you  name, 
if  I  understand  you,  wpuld  be  in  writing.  I  do  not  understand  that 
we  had  the  right,  under  the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  to 
receive  public  proposals  in  writing  privately.  That  is  my  construction 
of  our  instructions.     I  may  be  wrong. 

Question  2022.  The  price  at  which  the  property  was  sold  was 
$90,000.  You  stated  in  your  examination  that  you  regarded  the  sale 
as  really  $30,000  or  $40,000  more  than  the  price  named.  Now  ex- 
plain wherein  the  government  wa^i  profited  $30,000  or  $40,000  more 
than  the  $90,000  which  it  received? 

Answer.  I  thought  I  had  explained  that  by  the  remark  that  if  Mr. 
Steele  had  come  to  Congress,  he  would  liave  had  his  claim  allowed 
for  from  $30,000  to  $50,000  for  his  improvements.  I  believe  he  would 
have  got  $50,000. 

Question  2023.  You  answered  on  yesterday  that  you  said  to  Mr, 
Steele  that  notwithstanding  he  was  a  democrat,  the  black  republicans 
would  have  given  him  $50,000  for  his  buildings.  State  What  you 
mean  by  *' black  republicans,"  and  in  what  manner  Mr.  Steele  would 
have  got  this  allowance? 

Answer.  I  mean,  by  ** black  republicans,''  a  party  very  much 
opposed  to  the  south  and  to  southern  interests.  I  mean  by  ''black 
republicans"  that  they  are  opposed  to  our  part  of  the  country  upon 
a  subject  which  is  of  vital  importance  to  us.  I  conceive,  as  a  private 
citizen,  that  they  have  no  right  to  interfere  with  me  or  my  slave.  If 
Mr.  Steele  came  to  Congress,  I  said  I  had  no  doubt  they  would  give 
him  $50,000  for  his  improvements,  because  of  the  large  amounts  voted 
by  them  for  cligkims  against  the  government. 

Question  2024.  Did  you  take  the  probability  of  $50,000  being  voted 
to  Steele  for  his  improvements  into  consideration  in  making  the  sale 
of  the  land  to  Steele  at  that  price  ? 
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Antwerp  Not  150,000.  I  think  I  .^t^ated 
in  at  thirty  or  thirty*fiv6  thousand  dollars. 
terda}'  wuH  that  he  looked  upon  the  nale 
is  my  opinion,  if  it  liad  been  sold  at  $5,00 
would  have  got  the  same  price  from  Conj 
pay  for  hm  iraproveinent«,  I  did  not  mi 
as  full  m  I  might  have  done,  I  meant  to 
at  even  $1  25  per  acre,  1  believe  Congri! 
hie  improvement^p 

Question  2025,  What  are  the  particular 
induced  to  form  this  unfavorable  judgmen 
nominated  '*  black  republican?'^ 

[M7\  Jiumeti  olijected  to  propoundiuj 
irrelevant  and  immaterial  to  the  matter  uj 

Answer.  I  can  answer  it  in  a  general  m 
I  can  only  eay  that  I  know  that  our  neg 
north,  and  that  when  we  go  after  them  wi 
every  obstticle  ib  thrown  in  our  Way,  Tk 
reason.  A  party  that  will  take  my  nep^roi 
opinion,  will  take  from  me  anything  eltse, 

Queation  2026.  What  hm  that  to  do  wi 
to  Steele? 

Answer,   I  dcntt  know  that  it  hat*  anyt| 

ExaminaUmi  hi/  Mr, 

Question  2027.  I  a^^k  you  if  you  have 
you  call   *4>lack  republican/*  in   Congri 
an  opinion  whether  they  are  more  unscru 
of  the  treasury  than  the  democratic  partj 

Ana  we  r,  I  don*  t  know  that  I  can  answ* 
have  not  noticed  the  voten  very  partic 
charges  are  made  against  black  repnblica] 
thi}i^^i  matters.     That  is  the  only  way  I  ci 

Question  2028,  This  claim  of  Steele  yol 
and  equity,  was  due  to  him.  If  that  waa 
Ions  and  exact  justice  that  Congress  shoi 
tion,  and  would  not  the  black  republican 
justified  in  so  voting  ? 

Answer.  Their  own  consciences  are  to 
vote  it  or  not,  I  do  not  pretend  t«  di( 
shnll  vote  for  this  appropriation  or  not. 

Question  2029,  I  understood  you  to  say; 
liave  a  just  claim  upon  the  government  foi 

Answer.   Not  150, 000. 

Question  2030.  WelJ,  130,000  or  $40,0fl 

Answer.  I  have  never  gone  over  $30,00 

Question  203L  Well,  if  he  would  hav^ 
the  government,  would  it  not  be  right  for 
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Answer.  Not  now,  because  we  have  settled  this  matter  with  Steele 
upon  the  sale. 

Question  2032.  I  mean  upon  the  supposition  that  the  sale  had  been 
made  to  another  party  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2033.  Then  you  would  not  have  regarded  it  as  an  imscra* 
pulous  vote  if  they  had  so  voted  ? 

Answer.  I  should  not,  if  the  property  had  been  sold  to  an  outsider. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  2034.  You  spoke  of  Governor  Floyd  having  written  to 
you,  at  your  residence,  to  come  on,  and  act  as  commissioner  to  make 
a  sale  of  some  military  reservation,  without  mentioning  what  reserva* 
tion  ;  I  desire  to  know  whether  you  have  that  letter  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  because  I  did  not  bring  it  with  me  ;  I  have  it 
at  home,  probably,  though  I  very  much  doubt  even  that ;  it  was  not 
written  in  his  official  capacity,  because  if  it  had  been,  I  should  have 
got  that  $213,  which  I  should  like  to  get ;  there  were  other  private 
matters  in  the  letter. 

Question  2035.  Did  you  go  to  Washington  in  pursuance  of  the  re* 
quest  of  that  letter  ? 

Answer.  I  did  ;  we  were  writing  each  other  every  week. 

Question  2036.  When  you  got  here,  did  Secretary  Floyd  explain  to 
you  what  reservation  he  desired  you  to  sell  ? 

Answer.  He  certainly  did. 

Question  2037.  What  was  it  ? 

Answer.  The  Fort  SneUing  reservation. 

Question  2038.  Did  he  state  any  particular  reasons  which  existed 
for  the  necessity  of  selling  it  ? 

Answer.  He  stated  that  Congress  had  passed  an  act  for  selling  it ; 
he  did  not  think  it  was  any  longer  wanted  as  a  military  post  or  reserve. 

Question  2039.  Did  he  say  that  Congress  had  passed  an  act  to  sell 
that  particular  piece  of  property  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did,  but  I  am  not  certain ;  I  judged  so  from  his 
saying  that  he  wanted  me  to  sell  it ;  I  do  not  think  he  would  want  me 
to  sell  any  property  not  authorized  by  law  to  be  sold,  acting,  as  he 
did,  as  one  of  the  heads  of  the  government ;  from  my  knowlec^e  of 
his  character,  I  do  not  think  he  would  ask  me,  you,  or  anybody  else, 
to  sell  property  which  he  had  not  the  right  to  sell. 

Question  2040.  Did  he  state  to  you  that  there  was  a  law  authorising 
the  sale  of  this  particular  piece  of  property  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  whether  he  did  or  not ;  my  impression  is 
that  he  did. 

Question  2041.  Have  you  ever  examined  the  law  authorising  the 
sale  of  this  property,  or  of  any  other  military  reserve  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question  2042.  After  you  came  to  Washington,  did  you  go  home, 
or  did  you  go  directly  on  to  Minnesota  ? 

Answer.  I  went  directly  on. 
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Question  2043.  You  fell  in  with  Dr.  Graham  at  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  saw  him  here,  in  this  city. 

Question  2044.  And  he  went  to  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  his  family  was  in  Philadelphia. 

Question  2045.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  been  as  far  as  New 
York? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  2046.  Then  you  travelled  with  Dr.  Graham  from  Phila- 
delphia to  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2047.  Did  you,  upon  the  road,  have  conversation  with 
him  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  this  property  ? 

Answer.  He  imderstood  what  my  business  was  ;  I  told  him. 

Question  2048,  Did  you  tell  him  the  particular  character  of  your 
instructions  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  do  not  think  I  told  anybody.  I 
may  have  told  him,  but  my  impression  is  that  I  did  not  tell  anybody. 

Question  2049.  How  did  he  know  that  you  were  going  out  there  to 
make  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  answered  that.  I  told  him  I  was  going 
out     I  told  him  in  this  city. 

Question  2050.  Had  you  any  knowledge  that  the  commission  had 
been  offered  to  him  to  make  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  Not  at  that  time. 

Question  2051.  How  sooil  afterwards  did  you  learn  it? 

Answer.  I  think  I  learned  it  after  the  sale  was  made. 

Question  2052.  Did  you  stop  at  the  same  hotel  in  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  We  did  the  first  night.  They  gave  him  a  good  room,  but 
they  gave  me  a  room  I  did  not  like,  and  I  went  to  another  hotel 

Question  2053.  You  saw  him  frequently  at  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.   Certainly  I  did. 

Question  2054.  How  many  years  have  you  known  him  ? 

Answer.  My  first  acquaintance  with  him  was  probably  some  five  or 
fiix  years  ago. 

Question  2055.  Was  he  ever  commissioner  of  public  works  in  Vir- 
gtma? 

Answer.  He  was. 

Question  2056.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  legislature  at  the  time 
he  was  commissioner  of  public  works  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  his  time  had  expired  then  or  not 
I  was  in  the  legislature  in  1855  or  1856;  he  was  elected  in  1850, 
took  his  seat  in  1851,  but  I  do  not  recollect  whether  his  time  had 
expired. 

Question  2057.  At  what  time  was  Governor  Floyd  elected  governor 
of  Virginia  ? 

Answer.  Somewhere  from  1846  to  1850.  I  was  in  the  legislature 
in  1850,  and  he  was  then  governor. 

Question  2058.  Was  not  Dr.  Graham  commissioner  of  public  works 
in  Virginia  at  the  time  that  Secretary  Floyd  was  governor  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  because  we  had  no  such  oflioe  at  that  time.    The 
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board  of  public  works  was  established  in  1850  or  1851,  and  Governor 
Floyd  went  out  of  office  in  1850  or  1851. 

Questioxi  2059.  Do  you  know  of  Governor  Floyd  and  Dr.  Graham 
having  been  acquainted,  and  having  been  friends  in  Virginia  ? 

Answer.  That  question,  I  think,  is  a  very  strange  one.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  whether  they  were  friends  or  not. 

Question  2060.  Do  you  know  of  their  having  any  business  trans- 
actions together  while  Mr.  Floyd  was  governor  and  Dr.  Graham  com- 
missioner of  public  works,  in  the  sale  of  bonds  ? 

[Mr.  Burnett  objected  to  the  question  as  irrelevant  and  immaterial 
to  the  mattor  under  investigation.] 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Question  2061.  The  object  of  the  question  is  to  know  whether 
these  gentlemen  were  acquainted  with  each  other. 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  they  were,  because  I  do  not  know  that 
I  ever  saw  them  together  in  my  life.  I  do  not  see  what  that  has  to 
do  with  the  case,  but  I  am  willing  to  answer  the  question,  as  I  have 
nothing  hidden. 

Question  2062.  Where  in  this  citv  did  you  first  meet  Dr.  Graham 
after  you  came  here  in  pursuance  of  the  letter  of  Governor  Floyd  ? 

Answer.  I  stopped  at  Willard's,  and  may  have  met  him  at  Brown's, 
but  I  do  not  know  where  I  met  him.  I  may  have  met  him  at 
Willard's  or  at  Brown's.  I  might  have  met  him  upon  the  streets,  or 
in  the  Capitol  grounds,  or  anywhere  else.  I  cannot  say  where  I  met 
him ;  it  was  a  thing  of  which  I  kept  no  note. 

Question  2063.  Did  you  sell  the  land  to  Steele  for  $90,000  because 
you  supposed  he  would  get  compensation  from  the  government  for 
his  improvements  ? 

Answer.  I  sold  it  to  Steele  because  I  believed  he  paid  a  better  price 
for  it  than  we  could  have  got  in  any  other  way ;  and  without  any 
reference  to  these  outside  matters,  I  have  stated  two  or  three  times 
this  morning  that  I  got  $90,000  for  the  property,  and  I  think  to-day 
it  is  more  than  it  is  worth,  and  I  told  Steele  so  at  the  time. 

Question  2064.  Were  you  familiar  with  the  value  of  property  in 
that  locality? 

Answer.  I  stated  that  I  had  rode  somewhat  about  the  neighborhoods 
I  do  not  know  that  I  heard  of  any  sale,  but  I  found  that  men  were- 
asking  from  $100  down  to  $1  25  an  acre  for  lands.  It  was  not  an^ 
esL^  matter  to  fix  the  value  of  lands.     Every  one  had  his  own  price.. 

Question  2065.  You  think  you  were  long  enough  in  that  country  toi 
make  yourself  familiar  with  the  value  of  property  there? 

Answer.  I  think  so,  or  I  should  not  have  made  the  sale. 

Question  2066.  You  stated  in  your  testimony  yesterday  that  you 
commimicated  to  the  barkeeper  of  the  hotel  that  you  were  authorized 
to  make  the  sale? 

Answer,  I  do  not  know  that  I  said  I  communicated  that  I  was 
authorized  to  make  the  sale.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  do  not  think 
the  testimony  of  yesterday  will  bear  you  out  in  your  remark.  I  think 
I  told  him  I  was  there  to  make  a  sale,  or  something  of  that  sort. 
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Answer.  I  have  answered  that  question.  I  stated  that  I  had  made 
some  money  in  that  way  in  my  own  country. 

Question  2079.  Your  reputation  then  at  home  is  as  a  trader  ? 

Answer.  My  occupation  is  farming,  and  I  buy  lands  occasiondly  and 
sell  them.  My  business  is  connected  with  the  sheriffalty,  as  a 
deputy.     I  have  never  been  sheriff. 

Question  2080.  Is  it  your  habit  when  you  have  a  piece  of  property 
for  sale  to  communicate  the  fact  to  but  one  individual  to  whom  you 
want  to  sell  it,  or  do  you  let  it  be  known  publicly  and  get  the  best 
price  you  can  ? 

Answer.  That  is  a  question  which  I  do  not  conceive  has  anything 
to  do  with  this  matter ;  but  I  have  no  feeling  upon  the  subject,  and 
will  answer  it.  When  I  go  to  make  a  sale  of  land  of  my  own  to  a 
particular  individual,  I  say  nothing  to  anybody  else  about  it  until  he 
is  either  off  or  on  ;  because  by  intermeddlers,  who  thought  they  were 
doing  a  friendly  deed,  I  have  lost  first  rate  sales.  They  knock  me 
out  of  good  chances. 

Question  2081.  If  you  had  been  the  individual  owner  of  the  Port 
Snelling  property,  and  desired  to  sell  it  for  the  best  price,  you  would 
have  communicated  the  fact  to  Steele,  and  to  nobody  else  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  said  that. 

Question  2082.  Would  you  do  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  say  I  would  have  done  so  or  not.  Circumstances 
might  make  it  necessary  to  act  as  I  did  with  Steele,  or  it  might  have 
been  necessary  to  act  very  differently. 

Question  2083.  You  spoke  of  a  contract  between  you,  as  the  com- 
missioner of  the  government,  and  Mr.  Steele.  Who  wrote  that  con- 
tract? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  certainly,  I  think  I  wrote  it.  I  believe 
the  first  agreement,  which  I  have  spoken  of  as  covering  a  half  sheet 
of  paper,  was  written  by  Major  Eastman.  He  wrote  a  rough  sketch, 
of  which  I  took  a  copy,  and  I  made  three  or  four  copies  before  I  mado 
one  to  suit  me. 

Question  2084.  Neither  you  nor  Major  Eastman  are  professional 
lawyers  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  am  not,  though  I  understand  enough  about  such 
matters  to  draw  up  a  contract.  I  generally  write  my  own  contracts 
in  my  private  business. 

Question  2085.  Why,  then,  did  you  write  over  near  a  quire  of  paper 
before  you  could  get  one  that  suited  you? 

Answer.  In  the  first  one  we  wrote,  I  recollect  we  exceeded  our 
instructions  in  respect  to  allowing  ten  acres  for  a  Protestant  burying- 
ground.  That  was  left  out,  and  we  wrote  another  including  it.  Then 
there  was  something  else  which  suggested  itself  to  us,  which  made  it 
necessary  to  write  it  over  again.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly.  If  you 
want  it,  however,  I  wiU  give  you  all  the  particulars  as  far  as  I  can 
remember  them.  I  recoUect  I  wrote  it  over  once  because  I  had  spilt. 
some  ink  on  the  copy  I  had  made  out 

Question  2086.  Well,  what  happened  to  the  other  copies? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.     If  I  had  supposed  I  should  have  beea 
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there,  in  their  order.     I  think  it  was  three,  four,  or  five  days.     I  do 
not  recollect  the  exact  number. 

Question  2097.  Did  you  bring  on  the  contract  deposited  in  the 
Secretary  of  War's  oflSce? 

Answer.  I  did.  It  was  not  out  of  my  trunk  from  the  time  it  was 
signed,  or  shortly  after,  until  I  handed  it  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Question  2098.  Did  any  one  return  with  you  here? 

Answer.  Dr.  Graham  came  on  to  New  York  with  me. 

Question  2099.  The  first  payment,  if  I  recollect  the  terms  of  the 
contract,  was  to  be  made  on  the  10th  of  July.  Did  you  take  any 
security  or  guaranty  for  the  fulfillment  of  that  stipulation  upon  the 
part  of  Mr.  Steele? 

Answer.  I  took  the  contract,  and  Mr.  Steele,  I  believe,  understood 
that  he  was  a  gentleman  of  means,  who  complied  with  his  contracts. 
We  had  a  lein  upon  the  reservation  until  the  purchase  money  was 
paid. 

Question  2100.  Did  you  or  not  know  that  Mr.  Steele  had  no  legal 
rights  to  his  improvements  upon  the  property — that  he  was  merely 
squatted  upon  it  as  a  settler  ? 

Answer.  I  stated  yesterday,  and  I  think  you  will  find  in  the  report 
an  answer  to  that  question. 

Question  2101.  How  do  you  answer  it  now? 

Answer.  I  answer  it  in  the  same  way,  that  he  had  not  any  legal 
rights,  but  that  he  had  a  right  to  them  in  justice.  While  legal  rights 
demand  that  his  claim  for  the  improvements  should  not  be  allowed, 
justice  demands  that  he  should  be  allowed  them. 

Question  2102.  If  he  was  a  trespasser  upon  that  property  in  erect- 
ing his  improvements,  how  does  justice  demand  that  he  should  be 
paid  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  look  upon  trespassers  in  a  different  light  from  what  you 
do.  Mr.  Steele  said  he  had  authority  from  the  officers  in  command 
to  put  up  his  buildings,  and,  I  think,  Major  Eastman  told  me  the 
same  thing,  that  he  was  permitted,  as  fort  sutler,  to  erect  those 
buildings,  which  were  necessary  for  his  family. 

Question  2103.  Do  you  or  do  you  not  know  who  gave  him  that  per- 
mission ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  2104.  Are  you  certain  that  any  officer  had  any  right  to 
give  him  that  permission  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  he  had. 

Question  2105.  Was  the  legal  title  vested  in  the  officer  or  in  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  any  child  could  answer  that  question.  I  can 
answer  it  distinctly.  I  knew  that  the  title  was  in  the  government, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  the  officers,  as  government  agents,  have  some 
few  privileges  and  some  few  powers. 

Question  2106J  You  think  agents  have  the  right,  then,  to  go  be- 
yond the  letter  of  their  instructions  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  their  instructions  were. 
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Question  2107.  You  considered  yourself  authorized  to  violate  the 
instructions  given  you. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  understand  any  such  thing. 

Question  2108.  What  did  you  do  it  for,  then  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  know  of  no  instructions  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  that  were  violated  in  any  respect  by  me,  unless  it 
was  in  relation  to  the  reservation  for  a  Protestant  burying  ground, 
and  that  was,  of  course,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
War. 

Question  2109.  You  think  that  was  the  only  instance  in  which  yoa 
went  contrary  to  the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so.  I  should  not  have  violated  the  instructions, 
certainly,  as  I  construed  them.  I  may  have  been  wrong  in  my  con- 
struction of  them.  There  was  no  intention  on  my  part  to  violate 
them. 

Question  2110.  Do  you  know  who  the  purchasers  were  ? 

Answer.  I  know  Franklin  Steele.  He  is  the  only  purchaser  I  had 
anything  to  do  with. 

Question  2111.  You  never  heard  of  anybody  else  as  a  purchaser? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  others  were  interested  in  the  purchase, 
but  I  have  no  legal  knowledge  of  the  fact.  I  only  know  by  hearsay 
that  any  one  else  except  Franklin  Steele  is  a  purchaser. 

Question  2112.  As  agent  for  the  government,  you  thought  you  ex- 
ercised a  prudent  and  sound  discretion  in  selling  that  property  in  the 
manner  you  did  ? 

Answer.  I  answered  yesterday  that  I  think  so.  I  think  I  got  a 
better  price  for  it  than  could  have  been  gotten  in  any  other  way,  and 
a  better  price  than  could  be  gotten  for  it  now  or  at  any  other  time. 
That  is  my  opinion  as  a  private  gentleman. 

Question  2113.  Do  you  know  how  these  persons  that  you  speak  of 
hearing  talk  about  this  sale  in  barrooms,  in  the  railroad  cars,  and  on 
steamboats,  happened  to  know  that  you  or  anybody  else  was  autho- 
rized to  sell  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  they  knew  it  was  being  surveyed,  and  supposed 
it  would  soon  be  for  sale,    I  heard  that  frequently  remarked. 

Question  2114.  Was  Major  Eastman  surveying  the  lands  in  subdi- 
visions, or  running  off  the  outlines  ? 

Answer.  He  was  running  it  off  as  a  whole,  and  dividing  it  into 
small  parcels  ? 

Question  2115.  Had  he  finished  his  survey  when  the  instructions  to 
sell  reached  him  ? 

Answer.  He  had  nearly  finished.  I  think  he  told  me  he  could  have 
finished  it  in  half  a  day  or  a  day,  or  perhaps  a  day  a^d  a  half,  if  it  was 
necessary.  I  told  him  that  we  would  determine  in  a  day  or  two  how 
we  would  sell  it. 

Question  2116.  Did  Major  Eastman,  at  the  time  you  first  conmiuni- 
cat^d  to  him  the  fact  that  you  and  he  were  appointed  as  commissioners 
to  sell  the  property,  express  any  surprise  ? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question  2117.  Did  he  express  the  opinion  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
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sold,  or  did  he  only  express  surprise  that  he  had  been  appointed  a 
commissioner  to  sell  it? 

Answer.  Only  surprise  at  his  appointment. 

Question  2118.  Did  he  express  any  opinion  that  it  ought  to  be 
retained  for  military  purposes? 

Answer.  I  think  his  report  would  settle  that  matter.  I  think  ho 
reports  that  he  does  not  consider  it  necessary  to  be  retained  any 
longer  as  a  fort  or  as  a  military  depot. 

Question  2119.  When  you  got  your  commission  to  sell,  you  were 
afraid  that  somebody  would  get  the  advantage  of  you  in  trading — ^you 
were  afraid  they  would  form  combinations  ? 

Answer.  I  believed  they  would  form  combinations,  and  that  squat- 
ters would  get  down  on  the  land,  after  which  it  would  not  have  sold 
for  more  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre. 

Question  2120.  Was  there  any  more  danger  of  squatters  getting 
down  upon  it  then  than  there  had  been  years  before  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so ;  I  may  have  been  wrong,  I  may  have  been 
deceived  in  the  whole  thing,  but  I  do  not  think  I  was  deceived. 

Question  2121.  Did  you  communicate  the  fact  that  the  sale  had 
been  made  to  any  one  before  you  left  Minnesota? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did.  The  contracts  were  made- 
out  and  signed  late  in  the  evening,  and  I  got  off  the  next  day.  I 
was  scarcely  out  of  my  room  after  the  sale  was  made  before  leavings 

Question  2122,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  In  your  report  you  state  that  the 
improvements  on  the  reservation  could  not  have  been  sold  for  more 
than  $20, 000 ;  please  answer  why,  in  your  judgment,  the  improve- 
ments at  that  time  were  not  worth  more  ? 

Answer.  I  did  so  state ;  and  I  believe  if  they  were  put  up  at  public 
sale  to-morrow  they  could  not  be  sold  for  that.  I  do  not  see  what 
use  anybody  can  have  for  them.  I  may  be  deceived,  as  any  man  is 
liable  to  be,  but  that  is  my  opinion. 

Question  2123,  (by  Mr.  Pettit.)  You  state  in  your  report  that 
Steele  settled  with  McEenzie  for  his  improvements  upon  the  reser- 
vation, and  secured  the  government  against  all  cost  for  improve- 
ments.    State  how  you  know  that. 

Answer.  I  only  know  it  by  his  signing  the  agreement.  I  think  he 
binds  himself  to  secure  the  government  against  all  such  things. 


FRIDAY,  Mabch  5,  1858. 

Captain  George  Thom  recalled. 

ExamincUion  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  2124.  State  whether,  in  your  opinion,  it  was  necessary  to 
retain  Fort  Snelling  for  military  purposes,  either  as  a  depot  or  as  a 
post? 

Answer.   I  have  always  regarded  Fort  Snelling  as  an  important 
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point,  serving  as  a  depot  both  for  supplies  and  for  troops.  We  liave 
seen  the  necessity  for  troops  in  that  coautry  within  the  last  year.  By 
keeping  a  small  supply  both  at  Forts  Ripley  and  Ridgley,  and  a  re- 
serve at  Fort  Snelling,  either  of  the  two  upper  posts  can  be  supplied 
from  Fort  Snelling  as  occasion  may  require,  and  the  reserve,  whilst  at 
Fort  Snelling,  can  be  supplied  at  much  less  expense  than  at  either  of 
the  other  two  points. 

Question  2125.  Could  Fort  Snelling  be  abandoned,  and  warehouses 
hired  at  St.  Paul,  without  costing  the  government  a  great  deal  more? 

Answer.  I  think  to  keep  up  the  nece^ary  means  of  transportation— 
the  proper  number  of  mules  and  men  at  St.  Paul  would  be  much 
more  expensive  than  would  be  the  keeping  up  of  Fort  Snelling.  I 
have  very  little  doubt  of  it. 

Question  2126.  You  think,  then,  that  Fort  Snelling  is  not  only  impor- 
tant to  the  government  as  a  place  for  the  storage  of  military  supplies, 
but  as  a  post  at  which  troops  could  be  more  cheaply  and  conveniently 
kept  for  the  supply  of  Forts  Ripley  and  Ridgley,  than  at  any  other 
place? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Question  2127.  State  whether  at  the  time  that  Major  Eastman  and 
Mr.  Heiskell  were  there  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  sale  of  that  pro- 
perty, you  had  any  conversation  with  Major  Eastman,  or  whether  yon 
saw  him? 

Answer.  I  saw  him  very  often.  I  first  saw  him  at  St.  Paul,  upon 
his  arrival ;  he  called  to  see  me  for  the  purpose  of  getting  some  in- 
struments for  making  a  survey  of  the  reservation,  but  he  gave  me  no 
intimation  that  the  survey  was  to  be  made  with  a  view  to  selling  the 
property.     I  afterwards  met  him  at  the  fort  very  often. 

Question  2128.  State  whether  at  any  time  when  you  met  him  he 
intimated  to  you  that  Fort  Snelling  was  to  be  sold  ? 

Answer.  Never  ;  nor,  to  my  knowledge,  to  any  other  officer. 

Question  2129.  So  that,  although  you  met  him  frequently,  and  saw 
him  at  St.  Paul,  you  were  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  Fort  Snelling 
was  sold  until  some  time  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

Question  2130.  I  ask  you  whether  you  ever  had  any  conversation 
with  Major  Eastman  in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  a  part  of  the  Fort 
Snelling  property,  and,  if  so,  what  that  conversation  was  ? 

Answer.  I  had  some  conversation  with  him  upon  that  subject ;  the 
exact  time  I  do  not  recollect,  but  it  was  after  the  sale  was  known  to 
the  public.  He  accosted  me  in  the  grounds  of  Fort  Snelling,  and  said 
he  had  proposed  to  some  of  the  officers  to  make  an  investment  He 
asked  me  if  I  would  like  an  opportunity  to  do  so  with  them,  saying 
that  they  proposed  to  put  in  a  couple  of  hundred  dollars  each  and  buy 
a  block.  The  price,  he  mentioned,  would  probably  be  about  $1,600, 
and  saying  that  he  thought  he  could  get  it  at  that  price.  I  then 
mentioned  to  him  that  as  a  block  usually  contained  only  six  or  eight 
acres,  I  thought  it  a  pretty  large  advance  upon  the  price  which  I  un- 
derstood was  paid  for  it,  as  that  price  would  make  it  cost  about  $200 
an  acre.     I  said  that  at  that  price  I  supposed  we  might  have  our 
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choice  or  pick  of  the  blocks  tipon  the  reservation.  He  said,  No ;  at 
that  price  we  would  have  to  take  a  block  back,  at  about  an  average 
place  on  the  reservation.  He  said  the  blocks  composing  the  water 
lota  would  cost  several  thousand  dollars.  He  suggested  to  me  that 
this  would  be  a  good  investment.  He  oflFered  me  the  opportunity  to  go 
in  with  him  and  such  others  as  he  might  find  to  join  together. 

Question  2131.  Was  that  conversation  before  he  left  Fort  Snelling, 
ifter  the  sale,  or  was  it  at  some  subsequent  time  ? 

Answer.  This  was  after  the  sale,  and  before  he  left  Fort  Snelling. 
9e  afterwards  left  and  came  to  Washington  or  some  other  place  east, 
ind  then  went  back  to  sell  Fort  Ripley. 

Question  2132.  If  you  know  anything  else  in  regard  to  the  sale  g{ 
that  property,  or  if  you  have  had  any  conversation  with  the  commis- 
doners  pertaining  to  it,  state  what  you  know,  or  what  conversations 
y'ou  have  had  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  opinions  to  volunteer,  and  none  to  conceal.  It 
is  a  very  broad  question. 

Question  2133.  When  the  sale  became  known  to  the  officers  and  to 
the  people,  I  ask  you  whether  there  was  not  a  general  surprise  and 
indignation  in  regard  to  it  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  very  strong  feeling  upon  the  part  of  the  offi- 
cers when  they  heard  of  it.  The  general  opinion  of  the  officers  was, 
that  it  was  an  important  post ;  and  the  sale  having  been  made  without 
smy  publicity  being  given  to  it,  the  officers  expressed  some  feelings 
in  regard  to  it — a  feeling  of  surprise  at  least. 

Question  2134.  In  your  intercourse  with  the  officers  there,  did  you 
erver  hear  any  one  of  them,  and,  if  so,  state  whom,  express  the  opinion 
that  the  government  should  dispose  of  that  post,  and  that  it  was  no 
longer  needed  for  military  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  ever  heard  one  of  them  ex- 
press that  opinion.  In  regard  to  the  purchase  of  Fort  Snelling,  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  it.  I  suppose  the  purchase  was  made  by 
Mr.  Steele  in  as  fair  and  equitable  a  way  as  purchases  are  usually 
made.  I  suppose  the  Secretary  made  the  sale,  relying  upon  the  re- 
port of  the  commissioners. 

Question  2135.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Dr.  Graham? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  saw  him. 

Question  2136.  Nor  Mr.  Mather,  of  New  York? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  2737.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Heiskell  when  he  was  there  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Exammatum  by  the  chairman. 

Question  2138.  Hj^ve  you  ever  known  Fort  Snelling  to  be  used  as  a 
military  depot  for  provisions  and  munitions  of  war  ? 

Answer,  I  understand  that  there  is  a  supply  kept  there  for  the  fort« 
above. 

Question  2139.  Have  you  ever  known  Forts  Ripley  and  Ridgley  to 
be  supplied  from  Fort  Snelling  ;  if  so,  when  ? 
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Answer.  Since  I  have  been  there  I  have  seen  supplies  brought  from 
St  Paul  up  to  Fort  Snelling.     How  long  they  were  stored  at  Port 
Snelling,  before  being  carried  up  to  Forts  Ripley  and  Ridgley,  I  know 
not.     As  a  general  thing,  they  are  taken  to  Fort  Snelling,  if  I  am 
ll  rightly  informed. 

iy  Question  2140.  I  want  to  know  whether  they  have  been  supphed 

I  j  from  Fort  Snelling  from  stores  stored  there  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  give  any  positive  information  in  regard  to  it. 

Question  2141.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  either  Fort  Ripley 
or  Fort  Ridgley  has  ever  been  supplied  with  provisions  and  munitions 
of  war  stored  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  positive  official  knowledge  of  that  fact. 

Question  2142.  Is  it,  or  not,  a  fact  that  the  supplies  for  Fort  Rip- 
ley and  Fort  Ridgley  are  supplied  from  St.  Louis  or  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  I  believe  not  always.  Sometimes  I  have  heard  of  sup- 
plies coming  up  from  St.  Louis  to  Fort  Ridgley  in  the  spring ;  at 
other  times  they  have  been  temporarily  stored  in  storehouses  at  St. 
Paul  until  they  could  be  taken  to  Fort  Snelling,  and  from  there  distri- 
buted. That  has  always  been  my  impression  of  the  manner  in  which 
provisions  have  been  forwarded  to  the  troops  above. 

Question  2143.  Tell  the  committee  when  stores,  intended  for  Fort 
Ripley  and  Fort  Ridgley,  have  been  stored  at  Fort  Snelling,  and  then 
sent  up  to  those  forts  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  definite  knowledge  as  to  the  matter.  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  that  matter  officially,  and  therefore  I  have  only  the 
impression  which  I  received  from  my  intercourse  there. 

Question  2144.  If  it  is  a  fact  that  Forts  Ripley  and  Ridgley  have 
been  supplied  from  St.  Louis  and  St.  Paul  heretofore,  is  there  any 
necessity  for  stopping  the  provisions  or  stores  at  Port  Snelling,  and 
reshipping  them  for  either  of  those  points  ? 

Answer.  Fort  Ripley  is  about  120  miles  above  St.  Paul,  on  the  Missis- 
sippi river.  St.  Paid  is  generally  regarded  as  the  head  of  navigation 
upon  that  river,  and  therefore  all  supplies  would  have  to  be  forwarded 
either  from  St.  Paul  or  Port  Snelling,  or  some  other  practicable  point 
in  the  vicinity  of  St.  Paul,  to  any  point  further  north. 

Question  2145.  In  an  answer  to  a  question  propounded  to  you  by 
another  member  of  the  committee  you  stated  that  it  would,  in  yonr 
opinion,  cost  the  government  more  money  to  hire  storehouses  and 
men  and  mules  to  transport  supplies  from  St.  Paul  than  it  would  to 
keep  up  Fort  Snelling.  Now,  would  there  be  any  necessity  for  either 
government  storehouses,  or  for  hiring  men  and  mules  for  the  purpose 
of  transportation  from  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  Transportation  would  have  to  be  furnished  at  St  Panl, 
Port  Snelling,  or  some  other  place  at  the  head  of  navigation,  for  for- 
warding provisions  and  munitions  of  war  to  the  post  upon  the  Upper 
Mississippi — ^Fort  Ripley  ;  and,  if  Port  Snelling  be  abandoned,  the 
quartermaster's  department  would  have  to  provide  for  this  trans- 
portation, or  it  would  have  to  be  hired  from  the  people  in  that  com- 
munity. 

Question  2146.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  supplies  for  Forts  Ripley  and 
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Ridgley  have  been  furnished  by  the  employment  of  private  indi- 
viduals  to  superintend  and  deliver  the  supplies  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  supplies  landed  at  St. 
Paul  have  been  forwarded  from  St.  Paul  to  Forts  Kipley  and  Ridgley 
by  government  transportation.  I  know  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment has  a  very  large  train  for  the  purpose  of  for^varding  these  sup- 
plies from  Fort  Suelling  to  those  points. 

Question  2147.  Do  you  know  of  any  supplies  being  furnished  to 
Fort  Ridgley,  on  the  Minnesota  river,  in  the  spring  of  1850,  1851, 
1852,  1853,  1854,  1855,  or  1856? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not.  This  matter  of  transportation  for  the 
troops  is  something  I  know  very  little  about,  having  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  it  in  that  country. 

Question  2148.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  the  supplies 
which  have  been  furnished  to  Forts  Ripley  and  Ridgley,  or  of  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  been  supplied  from  1850  up  to  the  present 
time  ? 

Answer.  Only  during  the  time  I  have  been  there,  which  is  since 
1856.  I  know  that  the  government  has  means  of  tr»isportation  at 
St.  Paul  by  which  supplies  and  forage  have  been  forwarded  to  Forts 
Ripley  and  Ridgley  in  greater  or  less  quantities.  There  may  have 
been  other  supplies  which  have  been  forwarded  directly  from  St.  Paul 
to  Fort  Ridgley. 

Question  2149.  Have  you  known,  since  June,  1856,  of  the  quarter- 
master's department  sending  forward  either  provisions  or  forage  from 
St.  Paul  to  Fort  Ridgley  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  several  instances. 

Question  2150.  You  spoke  of  a  conversation  between  yourself  and 
Major  Eastman  in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  a  block  on  the  Fort  Snel- 
ling  reserve  ;  where  did  it  take  place,  and  who  was  present,  besides 
yourself  and  Major  Eastman  ? 

Answer.  If  I  recollect  right,  two  or  three  other  oflScers  were  present; 
I  do  not  recollect  distinctly  who  they  were ;  the  conversation  occurred 
at  the  sutler's  storehouse,  at  Fort  Suelling ;  it  was  after  the  sale. 

Question  2151.  You  mentioned,  in  reply  to  a  question  by  Mr.  Mor- 
ris, that  you  had  frequent  interviews  with  Major  Eastman,  and  that 
he  did  not  communicate  to  you  the  fact  that  he  was  authorized  to  sell 
Fort  Suelling.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Major  Eastman, 
touching  the  sale  of  that  reservation,  within  eight  days  of  the  date  of 
the  sale  ;  if  so,  when  and  where  did  that  conversation  take  place  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  him,  previous  to  the 
sale,  in  regard  to  the  sale. 

Question  2152.  Is  not  Fort  Suelling  located  in  a  thickly  populated 
country? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  would  be  so  considered  in  that  country. 

Question  2153.  Has  it,  or  not,  been  the  military  policy  of  this  gov* 
emment  to  locate  militarv  posts  ujpon  the  frontiers,  near  to  the  Indian 
tribes,  and  not  to  retain  them  in  thickly  populated  parts  of  the  country? 

Answer.  Posts  have  been  and  are  stiU  established,  in  comparative^ 
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thickly  popnlated  parts  of  the  country,  aa  depots  for  troops  and  snp- 
plies  for  other  posts  upon  the  frontier  and  nearer  to  Indian  territory. 

Question  2154.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  it  would  cost  the  govern- 
ment more  to  depend  upon  private  enterprise  for  the  transportation 
of  the  necessary  supplies  to  forts  Ripley  and  Ridgley,  than  it  would 
to  retain  Fort  Snelling  as  a  depot  merely  for  the  supply  of  provisions 
and  munitions  of  war? 

Answer.  It  is  my  opinion  that  it  would  be  cheaper  for  the  govern- 
ment to  retain  at  least  a  portion  of  Fort  Snelling  for  that  purpose 
and  as  a  depot  for  troops. 

Question  2155.  Do  you  know  what  it  would  cost  the  government 
to  keep  one  company  of  troops  at  Fort  Snelling  and  to  supply  them 
for  twelve  months? 

Answer.  I  cannot  give  any  accurate  opinion  ;  I  have  no  positive 
knowledge  concerning  it ;  I  desire  here  to  state,  that  my  opinion,  in 
regard  to  the  relative  advantages  of  forwarding  supplies  from  St 
I  Paul  and  Fort  Snelling,  is  based  upon  information  and  facts  acquired 

from  officers  in  charge  of  that  duty,  rather  than  from  my  own  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  of  the  case. 

!      " 

I 

I     !  WiLUAM  Kino  Heiskell  recalled. 

Examination  by  Mr.  MorrtU. 

Question  2156.  Where  did  you  first  meet  Mr.  Mather  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  St.  Paul ;  I  am  not  certain  ;  I  may  have 
met  him  in  this  city,  but  if  so,  there  was  merely  an  introduction  ;  my 
impression  is  that  I  first  met  him  in  St  Paul. 

Question  2157.  Did  he  inform  you  of  his  business? 

Answer.  He  said  he  was  going  to  Fort  Ridgley  or  Port  Ripley  to 
make  an  examination  of  the  fort,  or  reservation,  or  something  ;  I  did 
not  make  any  inquiries  of  him  as  to  his  business. 

Question  2158.     Did  you  see  him  afterwards. 

Answer.  He  did  not  go  ;  he  was  taken  sick  ;  I  saw  him  on  the  day 
the  contract  was  signed,  probably,  or  the  day  before  I  left. 

Question  2159.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  he  did  not  go  up  to 
effect  the  sale  of  Port  Ridgley,  or  Ripley,  or  whichever  it  was  ? 

Answer.  Not  while  I  was  in  St  Paul.  I  think  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  he  did  go  afterwards. 

Question  2160.  Did  he  inform  you  that  it  was  his  purpose  to  make 
any  investment  in  lands  in  the  west  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Question  2161.  Did  you  and  Major  Eastman  employ  him  to  write 
the  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.     I  cannot  tell  what  Major  Eastman  did. 

Question  2162.  Do  you  know  how  he  came  to  be  employed  to  write 
the  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  because,  as  I  said  yesterday,  I  wrote  out  one 
myself,  and  I  believe  I  wrote  the  one  which  was  signed  at  last. 


TE8TIM0NT.  885 

QueBtion  2163.  Did  you  think  that,  in  making  this  pnrchaHe  of  you, 
Mr.  Steele  was  doing  a  losing  business  ? 

Answer.  After  the  sale  was  made,  I  told  him  he  had  a  hard 
bargain.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  doing  a  losing  business  or 
not.     I  told  him  he  had  a  hard  bargain. 

Question  2164.  Did  you  mean  by  that  that  he  would  lose  money? 

Answer.  I  meant  that  he  had  paid  more  than  the  property  wa» 
worth,  in  my  opinion.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  would  lose  money 
or  not,  because  I  do  not  know  what  use  he  may  make  of  the  pro* 
perty. 

Question  2165.  Did  you  make  any  inquiry,  as  to  the  value  of  that 
property,  of  the  older  inhabitants,  so  as  to  enable  you  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  what  its  value  was  in  the  market? 

Answer.  All  I  had  to  g^  by  was  the  sales  of  other  government 
property  round  there.  It  was  not  necessary  to  make  other  inquiry, 
when,  as  I  have  before  remarked,  St.  Anthony,  containing  the  best 
water  power,  as  I  conceive,  in  the  United  States,  and  equal  to  any  in 
Uie  world,  had  been  sold  for  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre. 

Question  2166.  Then  you  knew  nothing  about  the  Fort  Snelling 
reservation,  except  from  your  own  observation  in  the  time  you  were 
there  ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  except  from  my  personal  observation,  and  from 
conversation  with  Major  Eastman. 

Question  2167.  What  conversation  did  you  have  with  the  Secretary 
of  War  relative  to  confirming  the  sale  aftier  you  returned  here  ? 

Answer.  My  letter  is,  I  believe,  all. 

Question  2168.  I  asked  what  conversation? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  He  was  very  busy  at  the  time.  I 
think  General  Scott  was  in  the  city,  and  the  Secretary  was  very  much 
occupied.  I  tried  to  get  to  see  him,  but  I  did  not  have  more  than 
five  minutes'  conversation  with  him.  He  said  he  would  lay  the  con- 
tract before  the  President  and  cabinet.  That  was  about  aU  the  con- 
versation I  had  with  him  after  I  came  back. 

Question  2169.  Will  you  state  precisely  what  the  conversation 
waa? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly.    I  think  he  remarked  that  it 
was  a  good  sale,  but!  am  not  certain.     I  know  I  heard  that  was  his  ' 
opinion. 

Question  2170.  What  did  you  tell  him? 

Answer.  I  told  him  I  had  made  the  sale,  and  that  I  had  made  the 
best  sale  that  had  oyer  been  made  in  the  United  States  for  the 
government  I  told  him  that,  I  recollect,  and  I  told  him,  as  is  now 
on  record,  that  I  had  made  an  examination  of  the  fort  and  reservation 
and  everything  about  it. 

Question  2172.  Did  any  conversation  occur  about  your  having  given 
a  credit  upon  a  part  of  the  purchase  money  ? 

Answer.  There  was  something  said  about  that.  He  asked  me  ii 
Steele  was  to  pay  interest  on  the  deferred  payments,  and  I  replied 
that  it  was  a  thing  which  had  been  entirely  omitted ;  that  it  was 
something  I  had  not  thought  of. 
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Question  2173.  When  you  made  the  sale,  did  you  expect  the 
deferred  payments  would  draw  interest  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  gave  no  thought  about  it.  I  was  only 
anxious  to  get  home.  I  do  not  think  that  I  really  thought  of  it  at  all. 
I  do  not  think  it  was  mentioned  between  Major  Eastman  and  myself 
at  all. 

Question  2174.  Have  you  seen  Dr.  Graham  since  the  sale  was  per- 
fected ? 

Answer.  We  came  on  to  New  York  together  from  Minnesota. 

Question  2175.  I  mean,  since  the  sale  was  confirmed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  him  in  Richmond  the  other  day,  on  the  23d  of 
February.     I  met  him  on  the  public  square. 

Question  2176.  At  what  time  did  vou  have  your  first  knowledge 
that  Dr   Graham  had  an  interest  in  this  property  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  that  any  one  is  interested  in  the 
purchase  except  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  2177.  When  did  you  first  hear  that  others  were  inter- 
ested? 

Answer.  I  think  I  heard  it  when  I  got  on  here. 

Question  2178.  Dr.  Graham,  then,  did  not  inform  you  that  he  was 
interested  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  said  yesterday  that  I  knew  of  no  one  who  was 
interested,  except  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  2179.  In  youf  examination  yesterday  you  stated  yon 
thought  you  ought  to  have  been  paid  $213  more  for  your  services; 
how  much  per  diem  did  you  get? 

Answer.  Eight  dollars  per  day. 

Question  2180.  For  how  many  days  ? 

Answer.  For  some  sixty-odd  days.  My  account  is  on  file  at  the 
department.  The  reason  why  I  thought  I  ought  to  receive  the  $213 
was  this:  after  I  received  the  intimation  to  come  on,  it  was  some  six 
or  eight  davs  before  I  reported  myself  at  the  department.  I  thought 
I  ought  to  have  received  my  per  diem  and  expenses  from  the  time  I 
left  Abingdon  until  I  returned  there.  It  was  allowed  me  only  from 
the  time  I  got  my  commission  in  this  city  until  I  returned  to  this 
city  after  maJdng  the  sale.  I  should  have  made,  in  all,  $213  more 
than  I  received.  It  was  not  legal,  though  I  think,  in  justice,  I  ought 
to  have  it. 

William  Divibr  sworn. 

Ih^minaiion  by  the  chairman. 

Question  2181.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupa- 
tion? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Baltimore  county.     I  am  a  farmer. 

Question  2182.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facte  and  circum- 
stances attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling,  in  Minnesota? 
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Answer.  I  have  none,  except  what  I  obtained  from  other  sources. 
I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Question  2183.   Have  you  ever  been  upon  that  reservation  and 
made  ^n  examination  of  it  7 
Answer.  I  have  been  upon  it. 
Question  2184.  When? 

Answer.  I  was  there  in  May  and  June  of  last  year. 
Question  2185.  Did  you  make  such  an  examination  as  would  enable 
you  to  fix  a  price  or  value  upon  it? 
[        Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question  2186.  Were  you  upon  that  part  of  the  reservation  on  which 
the  fort  is  now  situated? 
■        Answer.  I  was. 

Question  2187.  Did  you  make  such  an  examination  of  that  part  of 
^    the  reservation  as  would  enable  you  to  speak  of  its  advantages  as  a 
town  site? 
Answer.  I  did. 

Question  2188.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion,  taking  into  con- 
^    sideration  the  location  of  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony,  Minneapolis  and 
Mendota,  that  it  is  practicable  to  build  a  town  at  that  point? 
Answer.  I  think  it  is. 
^       Question  2189.  Do  you  know  the  number  of  acres  on  the  reservatiou  7 
Answer.  I  do  not^ 

Question  2189.  Do.  you  know  how  much  of  it  is  adapted  for  agri- 
cultural  purposes,  and  how  much  is  not? 
^       Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  2190.  Gould  you  fix  an  estimate  upon  that  part  6f  the 
reservation  on  which  a  town  could  be  built? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  way  property  stands  in  Minnesota  it  would 
be  impossible  for  me  to  fix  a  value  upon  it. 
'       Question  2191.  Had  you  any  interviews  with  either  of  the  govern- 
"    ment  agents  to  make  the  sde,  or  with  any  of  the  purchasers,  in  regard 
=    to  the  sale  ?  \ 

Answer.  I  had  not. 

Question  2192.  Were  you  at  Fort  Snelling,  or  in  the  neighborhogd* 
=    during  the  time  of  the  sale? 
f        Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  was  upon  the  Upper  Missouri  river  at  that  time, 

^  ExamincUion  ly  Mr.  MorrU. 

Question  2193.  You  say  you  made  a  personal  examination  of  Fort 
Snelling  and  the  reservation.  For  what  purpose  did  you  make  the 
examination? 

Answer.  The  location  is  high  and  very  beautiful.  I  was  encamped 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river  for  as  much  as  ^  month.  I  was  con- 
nected  with  Colonel  Noble's  wagon  road  expedition,  or,  at  least,  I  was 
with  that  party.  * 

Question  2194.  Were  you  in  that  country  for  the  purpose  of  making 
'     investments? 

Answer.  Partially  so. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  351 22 


1 


''iSS  TEffnUOST. 


il 


Question  2195.  With  your  knowledge  of  that  reservation,  rapposing 
it  to  contain  8,000  acres,  how  much  would  you  be  willing  to  have 
^ given  for  it? 

Answer.  Really,  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer  that  question.  It  is 
more  land  than  I  should  have  wanted  to  have  bought.  If  it  had  been 
sold  in  small  quantities,  I  would  have  given  something  for  a  small 
|jl  portion  of  it,  but  the  tract  would  have  been  too  large  for  me  to  have 

thought  about  buying. 

Question  2196.  If  it  had  been  sold  in  small  lots,  you  would  have 
liked  to  purchase  a  small  part  of  it? 

Answer.  I  would  have  invested  in  anything  where  I  thought  there 
was  money  to  be  made. 

Question  2197.  Do  you  think  anything  could  be  made  out  of  that 
purchase  at  $11  per  acre,  one-third  down  and  a  credit  on  the  balance 
of  one  and  two  years,  without  interest? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  so. 

Question  2198.  About  how  much? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question  2199.   Cannot  you  form  an  estimate  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  form  an  estimate.  Property  was  held  in  Min- 
nesota at  prices  that  astonished  me.  There  was  no  end  to  the  prices. 
Some  of  the  land  in  the  neighborhood  was  held  at  $200  per  acre,  and 
from  that  down  to  $10  or  $11. 

Question  2200.  Where  was  the  land  you  spoke  of  as  being  held  as 
low  as  $10  or  $11  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  never  saw  the  land.  Persons  came  to  me,  learning  that 
I  wanted  to  invest,  and  offered  it  to  me.  I  think  I  was  offered  land 
wi^in  seven  or  eight  miles  of  St.  Paul  for  from  ten  to  twelve  doUare 
per  acre. 

Question  2201.  Was  that  improved  land? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;.  they  told  me  it  was.     I  never  saw  it. 

Question  2202.  Taking  into  view  the  situation  of  the  Fort  SnelliBg 
reservation,  and  the  value  that  would  be  fixed  to  it  as  a  town  site, 
with  the  balance  for  agricultural  purposes,  how  much,  in  your  jndg- 
•     ment,  was  it  worth  ? 

Answer.  Really,  I  don't  know  that  I  am  capable  of  forming  aneati- 
•  •  mate  of  the  value  of  that  reservation. 

Question  2203.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  something  could  be 
made  out  of  it  by  purchasing  it  at  $11  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  my  opinion,  but  I  may  be  mistaken.     Money  was  sa 

tight  when  I  left  there  that  you  could  not  get  it  for  any  price.    I  could 

have  got  three  or  five  per  cent,  a  month  for  money  then^  with  good 

.  security.     Any  kind  of  money  would  go.     Counterfeit  money  was  as 

good  as  any  in  the  world. 

Question  2204.  Could  you  answer  how  much  vou  could  have  made 
off  of  it? 

Answer.  Really,  I  cannot  answer  that  question  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Question  2205,  (by  the  chairman.)  If  I  understand  you,  your  ex- 
amination of  this  reservation  was  not  such  as  would  enable  you  to  fix 
any  estimate  of  its  value  or  price  ? 

Answer.  Just  so. 


TS8TI1I0NT.  339 


Examination  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

QueBtion  2206.  As  you  passed  over  the  reservation  a  good  many  times, 
did  you  regard  it  as  a  kind  of  soil  adapted  for  agricidtural  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so. 

Question  2207.  As  good  as  the  average  in  that  region  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  so.     It  lies  beautifully. 

Question  2208.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  $11  or  $12  was  the  com- 
mon price  of  land  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  intend  to  say  that. 

Question  2209.  What  is  the  average  price  ? 

Answer.  All  kinds  of  prices — from  $10  or  $11  per  acre  to  $100  or 
$200  per  acre. 

Charles  H.  Oakes  sworn. 
EocaminaJtion  by  the  chairman. 

Question  2210.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  St.  Paul,  and  my  occupation  is  that  of  a 
banker. 

Question  2211.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Minnesota? 

Answer.  I  have  resided  there  since  1850. 

Question  2212.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances attending  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have. 

Question  2213.  Have  you  ever  made  such  an-  examination  of  the 
reservation  as  would  enable  you  to  fix  its  value  in  June  last  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  know  the  land  pretty  well.  I  have  been  over  it. 
frequently. 

Question  2214.  Do  you  know  the  number  of  acres  in  the  reserve  ? 

Answer.  I  have  understood  there  were  about  eight  thous^d  acres,. 
but  I  do  not  know. 

Question  2215.  Do  you  know  how  much  of  it  is  subject  to  overflow 
and  swamp  land  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  the  amount.  There  is  some  of  it  calledl 
swamp  land.  Some  of  it  is  barren  and  quite  sandy,  and  some  por- 
tions of  it  are  pretty  good. 

Question  2216.  What  would  you  say  that  land  was  worth  in  June 
last? 

Answer.  I  should  think  somewhere  about  five  or  six  dollars  an  acre. 
I  would  not  have  been  willing  at  that  time  to  have  paid  more  than 
that. 

Question  2217.  Have  you  ever  dealt  in  real  estate  in  that  country? 

Answer.  I  have  considerably. 

Question  2218.  Had  you* a  knowledge  of  the  value  of  real  estate 
m  that  country  at  that  time  ? 

Ajiswer.  1  think  I  had. 


II 


840  TE8T1U0NT. 


Question  2219.  Do  you  regard  it  practicable  to  build  a  town  at  the 
point  where  the  fort  stands  upon  the  reserve  ? 

Answer.  I  should  hardly  think  it  was.  If  I  owned  the  land,  I 
should  think  it  almost  useless  to  undertake  to  build  up  a  town  tiiere. 

Question  2220.  State  your  reasons  for  that  opinion. 
I  %  Answer.  Because  it  is  too  near  St.  Paul,  and  it  is  not  very  easy  of 

I  access.     At  all  times  navigation  is  not  as  good  to  Fort  Snelling  as  it 

is  to  St.  Paul.     I  do  not  think  it  would  have  been  a  very  enviable 
place  for  a  town,  even  if  St.  Paul  had  not  got  a  start,  and  had  not 
i  V  ]  been  built  so  near  it.     I  do  not  think  the  place  is  Buch  as  would  be 

desirable  for.  a  town  site. 

Question  2221.  Would  you  give  it  as  your  opinion  that  $90,000 
was  as  much  money  as  that  reservation  was  worth  in  June  last,  or  u 
could  have  been  realized  for  it  by  any  mode  of  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  amount  of  money  could  not  have  been  realized 
by  any  other  mode  of  sale ;  and  I  think  that  was  retJly  more  than  the 
value  of  the  land,  and  I  so  atated  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 

Question  2222.  Had  you  any  interest  in  the  purchase  at  the  time, 
or  have  you  become  interested  since  ? 

Answer.  I  had  riot,  and  I  have  not.  I  have  never  had  any  desire 
to  become  interested. 

Question  2223.  Had  you  any  conversations  with  the  agents  of  tie 
government  or  with  the  purchasers  of  that  property  prior  or  jost 
subsequent  to  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

JSxaminaticn  by  Mr.  Morris. 

^Question  2224.  Are  you  a  property  holder  in  St  Paul  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2225.  Are  you  largelyinterested  in  property  there? 
Answer.  Not  very  largely.     I  have  some  real  estate  ? 
Question  2226.  What  amount? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.     I  could  tell  you  the  number  of  lots  I 
*own.     I  own  the  block  on  which  I  reside,  and  a  few  lots  besides. 
I  Question  2227.  About  what  is  the  value  of  your  property,  or  what 

yiid  you  consider  to  be  its  value  in  June  last? 

Answer.  My  real  estate  was  probably  worth  about  $50,000;  that 
is,  I  considered  it  worth  that  amount  in  June  last. 

Question  2228.  Do  you  know  of  any  landed  property  as  eligibly 
situated  as  the  Port  Snelling  property  that  sold  in  June  last  for  $5  or 
$6  an  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  told  that  property  was  offered  at  that  price, 

but  I  do  not  know  it,  of  my  own  knowledge.     I  am  not  in  the  habit 

of  buying  property.     My  business  has  been  loaning  money  upon 

I  property,  and  having  it  secured  by  mortgage  upon  the  land. 

I  Question  2229.  Then  you  have  not  been  interested  in  property  ex- 

\  cept  in  loaning  money  upon  real  estate  and  taking  mortgages  as 

J  security,  and,  when  you  could  not  get  the  money  back,  taking  the 

property  ? 
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Answer.  That  is  pretty  much  all. 

Qnestion  2230.  Did  yon,  in  loaning  money,  take  a  mortgage  upon 
property  for  what  you  considered  to  be  its  full  value  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  to  exceed  one-third  of  its  full  value. 

Question  2231.  Was  your  money  generally  loaned  upon  farming 
lands,  or  upon  town  property  in  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  Generally  we  preferred  town  property,  but  frequently  we 
loaned  upon  wild  lands  and  farming  lands.  We  have  in  that  vicinity 
loaned  money  upon  mortgages  upon  lands  there ;  but  I  have  then 
ta.ken  them  at  government  price,  unless  they  had  been  very  much 
improved. 

Qnestion  2232.  What  amount  of  money  did  you  loan  upon  lands, 
valuing  them  at  $1  25  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  c€«i  tell  exactly. 

Qnestion  2233.  Was  this  money  loaned  to  men  who  wanted  to 
make  investments,  or  was  it  made  to  men  who  wanted  to  secure  home- 
steads? 

Answer.  Generally  to  those  who  wanted  to  secure  homesteads,  or 
who  wanted  to  improve  their  homesteads. 

Question  2234.  When  you  loaned  money  to  persons  who  wanted  to 
secure  or  to  improve  their  homesteads,  did  you  loan  very  large 
amounts  to  any  one  man  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Generally  from  $100  to  $600,  but  sometimes  up 
to  $1,000. 

Question  2235.  How  much  land,  then,  would  you  require  as  security 
for  a  thousand  dollars  from  an  individual  who  wanted  to  secure  or 
improve  his  homestead  ? 

Answer.  It  would  depend  very  much  upon  the  kind  of  land.  We 
should  require  a  great  deal  upon  lands  unimproved. 

Question  2236.  At  what  rate  of  interest  did  you  loan  this  money? 

Answer.  At  various  rates,  from  two  to  five  per  cent,  a  month. 
We  generally  took  security  enough  to  secure  interest  and  principal. 
Hence  we  required  a  large  amount  of  land  to  make  the  security  good. 

Question  2237.  Could  men  who  wanted  to  borrow  money  for  the 
purposes  you  have  indicated  afford  to  pay  that  amount  of  interest  ? 

Answer.  They  have  done  it  ? 

Question  2238.  And  still  made  money  largely  ? 

Answer.  In  some  cases  they  have  made  money  by  it.  I  know  of 
some  cases  where  they  have,  and  pretty  large  amounts,  too. 

Question  2239.  Your  business,  then,  is,  as  a  banker,  to  make  money 
with  your  money,  and  to  make  as  much  as  you  can  ? 

Answer.  My  business  is  to  loan  money. 

Question  2240.  Do  you  know  how  you  happened  to  be  subpoenaed 
as  a  witness  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  2241.  When  were  you  subpoenaed? 

Answer.  Two  weeks  ago  Wednesday.     It  took  me  by  surprise. 

Question  2242.  You  say  you  have  frequently  expressed  the  opinion 
as  to  the  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling  property  that  you  have  expressed 
here  before  the  committee  to-day  ? 
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Answer.  I  did  not  say  I  had  frequently  expressed  the  opinion,  but 
I  said  that  at  the  time  the  sale  was  made  I  said  I  would  not  give  that 
amount  of  money  for  it.  I  felt  so  then,  and  I  feel  so  now,  even  if  I 
had  the  money. 

Question  2243.     Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Steele  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2244.  Did  you  ever  have  conversations  with  him  in  r^ard 
to  the  purchase  of  that  property  ? 

Answer.  Not  particularly ;  no  more  than  that  I  have  laughed  at 
him  about  giving  so  much  for  it. 

Question  2245.  If  you  had  been  commissioned  by  the  government 
as  an  agent  to  sell  that  property  either  at  public  or  at  private  sale,  ac- 
cording to  your  best  discretion,  do  you  think  you  would  have  been 
carrying  out  your  instructions  with  prudence  and  ordinary  sagacity  if 
you  had  sold  the  property  to  an  individual  in  a  private  way  without 
letting  any  other  person  or  persons  know  that  you  were  authorized  to 
make  the  sale  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  I  should.  It  seems  to  me  that  I 
should  have  considered  it  my  duty  to  let  it  be  known  that  the  property 
was  for  sale. 

Question  2246,  (by  the  chairman.)  If  you  had  gone  on  the  reserva- 
tion, and  examined  it,  and  then  fixed  the  value  of  it,  and  had  regarded 
the  amount  fixed  by  you  as  a  full  price,  and  then  had  offered  it  to  an 
individual  and  sold  it  to  him  for  that  price,  would  you  have  regarded 
it  as  important  whether  you  let  others  know  it  or  not  ? 

Answer.  Taking  that  view  of  it,  I  should  not. 

Question  2247,  (by  the  chairman.)  Is  it  your  opinion,  if  the  property 
had  been  subjected  to  public  sale,  there  would  have  been  combina- 
tions formed  by  speculators,  which  would  have  prevented  the  sale  of 
the  property  at  a  higher  price  than  the  minimum  price  of  public 
lands  ? 

Answer.  I  judge  that  there  would  have  been,  from  the  fact  that  I 
know  it  has  been  done  before.  I  have  attended  sales  where  that  has 
been  the  case 

Question  2248,  (by  Mr.  Morris,  resuming.)  If  you  had  subdivided 
the  property  into  small  parcels,  and  had  received  private  bids  for  it| 
reserving  to  yourself  the  right  either  to  accept  or  to  reject  those  bids, 
do  you  think  the  property  would  have  brought  more  than  it  did 
bring  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  would  have  brought  as  much,  on  account 
of  the  combination  which  probably  would  have  taken  place. 

Question  2249.  Do  you  think  it  is  possible  to  have  embraced  in  a 
combination  all  persons  who  desired  to  purchase  that  property,  or 
parts  of  it  ? 

Answer.  They  might  have  made  a  club  law  and  kept  everybody 
away  that  wanted  to  bid. 

Question  2250.  Could  such  a  combination  have  been  carried  into 
effect  if  private  proposals  had  been  received  ? 

Answer.  It  might  have  been,  and  it  might  not ;  I  cannot  tell;  those 
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rho  wish  to  purchase  at  public  sales  usually  come  to  an  understand* 
Bg  of  that  kind. 

Question  2251.  Do  you  know  of  any  combination  that  was  formed 
br  the  purpose  of  purchasing  that  property  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  2252.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  person  or  persons  say  that : 
liey  intended  to  form  a  combination  to  purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question  2253.  Then  you  do  not  undertake  to  inform  this  committee 
:hat  any  combination  was  formed  ? 

Answer.  I  am  only  speaking  of  what  might  have  been  done. 

Question  2254.  Do  you  think  it  would  have  been  possible,  by  ex- 
ercising a  prudent  and  sound  discretion,  for  the  commissioners  to  have 
thwarted  any  combination  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  might  have  been  done  ;  but  it  is  very  likely  that 
i  combination  would  have  been  formed,  as  is  generally  done — one  man 
bidding  off  the  whole,  and  then  the  others  coming  in  and  dividing. 

Question  2255.  Then  your  opinion  is,  that  the  sale  is  a  good  one, 
because  you  think  combinations  would  have  been  formed  to  have 
reduced  the  price  below  what  was  paid  ? 

Answer.  Knowing  the  land  as  I  know  it,  I  think  five  or  six  dollars 
m  acre  was  all  it  was  worth,  and  that  is  all  I  should  have  been  wil- 
ling to  give  for  it ;  some  people  may  have  been  willing  to  give  $10 
ui  acre  ;  for  a  town  site,  I  should  not.have  purchased  it  myself. 

Question  2256.  Tou  do  not  consider  it  as  of  any  value  as  a  town 
lite? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  except  as  a  place  for  a  little  village  ;  there  can- 
riot  be  a  city  made  there  without  great  expense  ;  I  do  not  think  the 
location  is  suitable  for  it. 

Question  2257.  Is  the  average  value  of  that  reservation  of  8,000 
Gunres  equal  to  any  other  8, 000  acres  you  are  familiar  with  in  the 
territory  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  8, 000  acres  in  a  body  which  is  much  better 
land  than  that,  but  perhaps  it  is  about  as  good  as  the  average  of 
most  lands  in  the  territory. 

Mr.  Burnett,  at  the  proper  time,  objected  to  the  greater  portion  of 
the  above  examination  by  Mr.  Morris,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  im- 
pertinent and  irrelevant  to  the  matter  under  consideration. 

ExaminaMcn  by  Mr.  MorriU. 

Question  2258.  Were  there  a  good  many  persons  in  your  vicinity 
desirous  of  making  purchases  the  last  season  ? 

Answer.  I  imagine  not.  In  fact,  I  do  not  know  of  any  persons  about 
St.  Paul  who  were  desirous  of  making  purchases  of  land  during  the 
last  season. 

Question  2259.  Then  your  loans  of  money  were  made  chiefly  to  old 
inhabitants,  and  not  to  recent  comers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  they  were  generally  to  those  who  had  been  in . 
the  country  a  year  or  two  at  least. 
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have  heard.  I  do  not  own  any  fanning  lands  in  that  vicinity,  and  I 
do  not  now  recollect  of  any  sales  that  were  made. 

Question  2272.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  what  they  held  lands 
at  within  two  or  three  miles  of  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  a  littlp  more  than  a  year  ago  I  bought  some 
lands  about  five  miles  from  St.  Paul — ^about  the  same  distance  as  Fort 
Snelling,  though  in  a  different  direction — for  $5  per  acre. 

Question  2273.  Which  way  from  St.  Paul? 

Answer.  East  or  north. 

Question  2274.  Would  you  consider  land  in  that  direction  as  valu- 
able for  agricultural  or  speculative  purposes  as  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  I  should  consider  it  as  valuable  for  agricultural  or  farming 
purposes.  Perhaps,  from  the  fact  of  its  lying  back  from  the  river, 
speculators  would  not  give  as  much  for  it  as  for  lands  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  river. 

Question  2275.  Is  the  general  opinion  of  the  people  of  St.  Paul 
adverse  to  the  speculative  prospects  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  they  are.  I  do  not  remember  to  have 
heard  any  expression  of  opinion  of  that  kind. 

Question  2276.  Is  there  not  a  general  opinion  prevailing  in  St.  Paul 
that  it  is  not  practicable  to  build  a  town  at  Fort  Snelling  in  conse- 
quence of  St.  Paul  having  the  start? 

Answer.  I  believe  that  is  the  general  impression ;  and  on  account 
of  the  location. 

Question  2277.  Is  it  not  supposed  that  if  a  town  could  be  built  at 
Fort  Snelling  it  would  operate  injuriously  upon  the  interests  of  St. 
Paul? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  heard  any  expression  of  that 
kind.  It  is  the  general  belief  that  they  could  not  build  up  a  town 
there  which  would  compete  with  St.  Paul. 

Question  2278.  When  were  you  first  informed  that  the  sale  of  the 
Fort  Snelling  reservation  had  been  made  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  the  time  Mr.  Steele  returned  from 
Washington.  He  was  on  here  about  that  time,  and  I  think  I  first 
heard  of  the  sale  about  the  time  he  returned. 

Question  2279.  Did  Mr.  Steele  inform  you  of  the  fact? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  think  I  heard  of  it  before  I  saw  Mr.  Steele. 
There  was  a  rumor  in  town  that  Mr.  Steele  had  made  the  purchase. 

Question  2280.  Was  there  no  surprise  expressed  in  St.  Paul  at  the 
manner  of  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  was.  It  created  some  little  excitement  and 
astonishment  when  the  fact  was  first  announced. 

Question  2281.  Was  there  an  expression  of  opinion  that  it  could 
have  been  sold  for  a  much  higher  price  by  many  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  such  an  expression  of  opinion,  and  I  have 
beard  the  expression  of  opinion  that  it  was  sold  for  too  much.  I 
have  heard  it  said  that  Mr.  Steele  could  not  make  the  amount  he  paid 
for  it  out  of  it,  and  I  heard  others  at  the  same  time  express  the 
opinion  that  he  would  make  a  good  thing  out  of  it. 
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Eocaminaiion  by  Mr.  Mai^^s. 

Question  2290^.  You  speak  of  Mr.  Steele's  having  said  to  you  that 
he  could  dispose  of  his  interest  in  that  property ;  did  he  say  what 
interest  he  could  dispose  of,  and  what  he  could  have  gotten  for  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  recollect,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
he  was  in  earnest  in  makiug  these  remarks.  In  talking  about  his 
purchase,  I  think  I  told  him  that  he  had  got  a  pretty  thing  on  his 
hands.  He  replied  that  he  could  manage  it — that  he  had  friends  who 
would  come  in  with  him,  if  he  wished  it. 

Question  2291.  Did  he  specify  who  those  friends  were? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did. 

Question  2292.  Let  me  ask  you  whether  good  farming  lands, 
directly  on  the  Mississippi  river,  within  six  miles  above  or  below  St. 
Paul,  are  not  worth  more  than  five  dollars  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  should  say  that  some  portion  of  this  reservation  was 
worth  more  than  five  dollars  per  acre ;  but,  taking  it  as  a  whole,  I  do 
not  think  it  is. 

Question  2293.  Has  Mr.  Steele  resided  in  that  country  longer  than 
you  have  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2294.  Is  he  more  familiar  with  the  value  of  property  ? 

Answer.  He  has  dealt  a  good  deal  more  in  real  estate. 

Question  2295.  Did  he  have  a  better  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
value  of  the  Fort  Snelling  property  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  he  did. 

Question  2296.  He  has  lived  there  how  long  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  He  lived  there  long  before  I  came 
into  that  immediate  neighborhood,  though  I  have  been  in  that  coun- 
try longer  than  he  has.  I  was  in  the  northern  regions  of  that  coun- 
try thirty -five  years  ago. 

Question  2297.  Still,  in  consideration  of  the  advantages  Mr.  Steele 
has  had  of  knowing  the  value  of  real  estate  in  that  country  generally, 
and  of  Fort  Snelling  in  particular,  would  you  not  have  trusted  his 
judgment  in  a  purchase  rather  than  your  own  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  be  willing  to  risk  my  money  on  his  judgment 
more  than  upon  that  of  anybody  else. 

Question  2298.  Is  there  any  part  of  this  reservation  under  culti 
vation  ? 

Answer.  A  portion  of  it,  near  the  garrison,  is.  I  do  not  know  how 
much.  There  may  be  twenty  acres ;  perhaps  forty  acres.  I  do  not 
know  the  exact  quantity,  but  I  think  not  more  than  that. 
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suppose,  as  a  property-holder  of  St.  Paul,  that  it  would  be  an  injury 
to  you? 

Answer.  I  should  certainly  suppose  it  would  not  do  us  any  good. 

Question  2326.  Are  you  conscious  whether  or  not  that  fact  would 
influence  your  opinion  of  the  value  of  the  property  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  It  would  not  affect  my  opinion.  I  have  never  given  it  a 
thought. 

Question  2327.  K  it  were  possible  to  dispose  of  that  property  for 
the  purpose  of  a  town  site,  do  you  not  suppose  that  it  would  be  far 
more  valuable  for  that  purpose  than  it  womd  be  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses ? 

Answer.  The  portion  of  it  where  the  fort  stands,  and  the  hills 
around,  are  well  adapted  for  building  purposes,  and  look  very  well ; 
and  I  think  myself,  taking  everything  else  out  of  the  way,  it  would 
have  been  a  good  place  for  a  town  ;  and  if  it  could  have  started  be- 
fore St.  Paul,  it  would  have  been  a  town. 

Question  2328.  Is  the  water  power  at  Minnehaha  falls  such  as  could 
be  used  for  manufacturing  purposes. 

Answer.  Yes,  sijr,  it  could  be  used.  It  is  not  a  very  heavy  body  of 
water,  however.  In  our  country,  as  a  general  thing,  people  are  more 
in  favor  of  steam  as  a  motive  power  than  of  water,  unless  it  is  a  heavy 
body  like  that  at  the  Falls  of  St.  Anthony.  I  do  not  think  a  great 
deal  could  be  done  with  the  water  power  at  Minnehaha  falls. 

Question  2329.  Still  there  is  enough  to  run  a  considerable  amount 
of  machinery? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  fall  is  sixty  feet  perpendicular,  but  the 
stream  is  a  small  one.  As  a  general  thing,  the  body  of  water  is  light ; 
but  at  high  water  the  body  is  greater,  of  course. 

Question  2330.  Is  not  the  country  about  the  falls  considered  desi- 
rable for  private  residences  for  gentlemen  of  means  and  wealth  ? 

Answer.  Perhaps,  just  at  the  falls,  it  might  be ;  but  much  of  the 
country  around  and  beyond  the  falls  is  not  much  more  desirable  for 
that  purpose  than  any  other  portions  of  the  reserve.  There  are  finer 
sites  upon  the  hills  around  St.  Paul,  and  more  desirable  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Question  2331.  When  you  say  that  you  think  $90,000  is  all  the 
property  was  worth,  do  you  take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  a 
credit  of  one  year  upon  one-third  of  it,  and  a  credit  of  two  years 
upon  one-third  of  it,  was  given  without  interest  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  real  estate  is  generally  sold  upon  a  credit,  in 
part,  of  one,  two,  and  three  years,  and  I  took  that  fact  into  consid- 
eration in  fixing  the  value  of  it. 

Question  2332.  Is  property  so  sold  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  had  reference  to  individual  transactions. 

Question  2333.  Then,  if  the  purchaser  had  been  compelled  to  pay 
cash  down  for  the  property,  you  would  have  valued  it  at  much  less  ? 

Answer.  It  might  have  made  a  difference  of  ten  or  twelve  per  cent., 
which  is  the  interest  generally  paid  on  the  sale  of  real  estate  on  time. 
Money  is  loaned  at  a  higher  rate. 

Question  2334.  What  is  the  value  of  money  with  you  ? 
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Question  2344.  Who  were  they  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question  2345.  Do  you  know  how  you  happened  to  be  subpoenaed 
as  a  witness  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  understood  that  the  Secretary  of  War  sent 
for  us,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Mr,  Chairman  objected  to  the  last  question  as  irrelevant,  imma- 
terial, and  not  legitimate,  and  only  tending  to  create  an  inference  in 
reference  to  a  matter  of  which  the  witness  says  he  knows  nothing. 

William  W.   Corcoran  sworn. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  2346.  Please  state  to  the  committee  whether  you  know 
anything  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  attending  the  recent  sale  of 
the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  knew  nothing  of  it  until  I  heard  that  the  sale 
was  consummated. 

Question  2347.  Did  you  ever  make  an  offer  for  that  property  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did  ;  I  was  up  there  three  or  four  days,  in  June 
last,  and  rode  out  to  see  some  friends  at  Fort  Snelling,  and  went  up 
to  see  the  Minnehaha  falls  ;  it  was  mentioned  that  the  property  wa«» 
already  in  the  market,  but  I  never  made  an  offer,  or  thought  of  making 
an  offer  ;  I  did  not  think  of  buying  it  at  all. 

Major  J.  6.  Martin  sworn.         • 

Question  2348,  (by  the  chairman.)  Please  state  what  position  you 
bold  in  the  army,  where  you  are  stationed,  and  where  you  have  been 
stationed  for  the  last  few  years  ? 

Answer.  I  am  assistant  quartermaster  in  the  army,  and  have  been 
stationed  for  nearly  two  years  at  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  2349,  (by  the  chairman.)  Have  you  made  such  an  exami- 
nation of  the  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling  as  to  enable  you  to  fix  a 
price  upon  it  in  June  last  ?  • 

Answer.   I  never  made  an  examination  of  it  with  that  view. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Favlh^er. 

Question  2350.  From  your  knowledge  of  it,  are  you  enabled  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  as  to  what  the  government  should  have  realized  from 
its  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  a  great  many  sales  being  made  of  lands 
around  and  adjacent  to  the  reservation  at  from  $10  to  $40  an  acre, 
according  to  the  location  ;  the  reservation,  as  you  are  aware,  is  at  the 
junction  of  the  Minnesota  and  Mississippi  rivers;  lands  around  there  are 
held  at  different  prices  ;  the  lowest  sale  I  heard  of  was  at  $10  an  acre; 
I  heard  of  some  sales  at  $40  or  $50  an  acre  ;  I  know  nothing  about 
them  ;  I  only  speak  from  hearsay  ;  they  were  generally  small  parcels 

H.  Rep.  Com.  351 23 


TESTIMONY.  355 

Question  2356.  Would  you  ^ive  it  as  your  opinion  that  the  govern- 
ment ought  to  have  retained  Fort  Snelling  as  a  military  post  ? 

Answer.  If  the  policy  of  the  government  is  to  keep  troops  in  small 
detachments  among  the  Indians,  Fort  Snelling  is  not  necessary  as  a 
military  post.  But  my  opinion  is,  that  it  would  be  better  if  the  troops 
were  all  concentrated  at  Fort  Snelling,  to  be  used  as  necessity  might 
require  them  to  be  used,  in  all  directions.  The  moral  effect  over  the 
Indians  of  a  large  body  of  troops — of  a  double  command  at  Fort 
Snelling — would  be  greater  than  the  same  number  of  men  at  two  dif- 
ferent posts,  in  my  opinion. 

Question  2357,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Then  it  is  your  opinion  that, 
unless  the  government  changes  its  policy  of  stationing  small  detach- 
ments on  the  frontiers,  that  Fort  Snelling  need  not  have  been  re- 
tained ? 

Answer.  That  is  my  opinion. 

Question  2358,  (by  Mr.  Burnett,  resuming.)  Would  you  give  it  as 
your  opinion  that  Fort  Snelling  ought  to  have  been  retained  as  a 
military  depot  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2359.  Please  state  your  reasons  for  that  opinion  ? 

Answer.  Fort  Snelling  is  at  the  head  of  navigation  of  the  Missis- 
sippi river,  and  at  the  junction  of  the  Minnesota  with  the  Mississippi. 
It  is  necessary,  as  long  as  the  government  keeps  troops  in  that  upper 
country,  that  they  should  have  some  depot  at  the  head  of  navigation 
of  the  Mississippi  river.  Fort  Snelling,  I  think,  is  as  good,  if  not 
better,  than  any  other  position ;  and  as  the  government  had  already 
the  necessary  buildings  and  land  there,  it  was  decidedly  desirable 
that  they  should  have  been  retained,  rather  than  that  a  new  site 
should  be  made  anywhere  else. 

Question  2360.  Has  it  been  the  practice  of  the  government  to  fur- 
nish Forts  Ridgley  and  Ripley  from  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been,  ever  since  I  have  been  at  Fort  Snelling.  Only 
one  instance  has  occurred  in  that  time  where  supplies  have  gone 
directly  from  St.  Louis. 

Question  2361.  Cannot  the  government  furnish  those  forts  as 
cheaply  from  St.  Louis  and  St.  Paul  as  they  could  by  retaining  Fort 
Snelling  as  a  depot  and  transhipping  supplies  from  that  point  to  those 
forts? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question  2362.  Why  ? 

Answer.  It  would,  in  my  opinion,  involve  the  necessity  of  a  store- 
house in  St.  Paul,  to  say  the  least,  and  then  all  the  transportation 
would  have  to  be  done  by  hired  animals,  or  by  contract.  As  long  as 
there  are  Indians  in  that  country,  it  is  necessary  constantly  for  the 
government  to  send  out  expeditions  in  the  summer  among  them ;  and 
experience  has  shown  that  it  is  better  to  keep  animals  for  those  expe- 
ditions than  to  hire  them ;  and  if  they  are  kept,  they  ought  to  be 
kept  during  the  winter  where  they  could  be  cheaply  kept,  and  then 
need  during  the  winter  for  transporting  supplies  to  those  upper  posts, 
thereby  making  them  earn  their  keeping  during  the  winter. 


TESTIMONY.  357 

and  he  declined,  saying  at  the  same  time  that  no  officer  would  like  to 
be  connected  with  the  sale. 

Question  2370.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time  that  conversation 
occurred  ? 

Answer.  It  was  within  two  or  three  days  after  Major  Eastman 
arrived  at  St.  Paul.  But  I  cannot  say  when  that  was,  whether  early 
in  May  or  early  in  June.  It'  was  probably  somewhere  between  the 
first  of  May  and  the  first  of  June. 

Question  2371.  His  opinion,  at  the  time  you  had  that  conversation, 
coincided  with  your  own  an(J  with  the  Quartermaster  General's,  that 
the  buildings  and  fort  ought  to  be  retained  by  the  government? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  have  expressed  any  such  opinion 
as  that.  Major  Eastman  did  not  make  any  objection  to  my  opinion, 
nor  did  he  express  any  opinion  himself.  He  told  me,  in  answer  to  my 
remarks,  that  the  Quartermaster  General  had  expressed  some  similar 
opinions,  and  that  he  was  of  the  same  opinion  I  was,  except  that  he 
did  not  say  anything  about  the  building  lot  at  the  levee  which  I  con- 
sidered necessary. 

Question  2372.  What  was  the  price  of  hay  at  Fort  Snelling  in  the 
winter  of  1856-'57? 

Answer.  I  did  not  buy  any.  I  was  offered  forty  dollars  a  ton, 
during  the  spring,  for  some  government  hay  I  had  there.  I  suppose 
when  persons  usually  lay  in  a  supply  of  hay,  the  ordinary  price 
would  be  from  five  and  six  to  ten  dollars  a  ton,  according  to  the  dis- 
tance it  has  to  be  hauled. 

Question  2373.  Has  the  government  been  able  to  cut  all  their 
necessary  forage  for  their  animals  upon  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  In  the  spring  of  1857  the  quartermaster 
whom  I  succeeded  made  a  contract  with  parties  to  cut  the  hay  upon 
the  reserve,  and  to  haul  it  in  and  pile  it  in  the  government  yard 
adjacent  to  the  stable;  and  he  agreed  to  pay  $9  75  a  ton  of  2,240 
pounds. 

Question  2374.  Does  enough  grass  grow  upon  the  reserve  to  supply 
the  government  wants  ? 

Answ^er.  Yes,  sir.  This  last  summer  I  made  arrangements  to  cut 
enough  upon  the  reservation,  and  I  had  cut  two  or  three  hundred 
tons  when  the  order  was  made  to  transfer  the  property  to  Mr.  Steele. 
I  had  a  great  number  of  animals,  and  a  great  number  of  teamsters, 
and  they  cut  and  hauled  the  hay,  except  what  was  cut  and  stacked  on 
the  ground,  at  $2  50  a  ton. 

Question  2375.  What  did  it  cost  ? 

Answer.  It  really  cost  nothing,  for  the  men  and  animals  w^ere  al- 
ready there,  and  they  had  to  be  kept  at  all  events.  I  suppose,  if  it 
had  been  reduced  to  its  actual  cost,  it  would  have  been  from  two  and 
a  half  to  three  dollars  a  ton.  I  had  some  cut  at  two  dollars  and  a  half 
a  ton,  and  put  in  three  tons'  stacks  on  the  ground. 

Question  2376.  Did  you  have  written  instructions  to  make  over  the 
property  to  Mr.  Steele  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  written  order  from  the  War  Department,  through 
the  Adjutant  General' s  office. 
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ling  some  five  or  six  weeks,  I  suppose,  and  I  saw  him  sometimes  every 
day,  and  sometimes  every  two  or  three  days. 

Question  2389.  You  say  you  never  saw  Mr.  Heiskell  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  seen  him.     I  did  not  know  him. 

Question  2390.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  was  ever  at  the  fort 
or  not  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

J.  E.  Fletcher  sworn. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  2391.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  where  you  reside, 
and  what  your  occupation  has  been  and  is  now  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  the  Winnebago  agency,  in  Blue  Earth  county, 
Minnesota.  My  occupation  is  United  States  agent  for  the  Winnebago 
Indians, 

Question  2392.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  tract  of  land  embraced 
in  the  Fort  Snelling  military  reservation  ;  and  if  so,  state  what  have 
been  your  opportunities  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the  value  of 
that  tract  of  land  ? 

Answer.  I  only  know  the  boundaries  from  information  derived  from 
others,  and  I  am  not  certain  whether  I  know  them  correctly.  I  am 
somewhat  acquainted  with  the  reservation.  I  landed  my  Indians 
there  in  1848,  and  I  have  been  on  it,  more  or  less,  ever  since.  I  have 
passed  across  it  in  difierent  directions. 

Question  2393.  Prom  your  knowledge  of  that  tract  of  land,  com- 
paring it  with  other  lands  in  the  vicinity,  what,  in  your  judgment, 
would  be  its  fair  value  per  acre,  or  in  gross,  supposing  the  tract  to 
contain  8,000  acres? 

Answer.  I  must  answer,  upon  the  supposition  that  my  information 
of  the  boundaries  of  the  reservation  is  correct.  It  would  change  the 
matter  materially  if  the  boundaries  are  difierent  from  what  I  suppose 
them  to  be.  There  is  a  difierence  in  the  quality  of  the  land  in  differ- 
ent locations  for  farming  or  other  purposes.  It  is  difficult  to  say  what 
is  the  value  of  lands  either  there  or  in  any  other  place  in  Minnesota,  or 
what  it  has  been  within  the  last  eight  months,  since  the  embarrass- 
ment in  money  affairs.  I  have  inquired  considerably,  and  I  find  that 
the  prices  of  land  are  still  held  up  very  high,  but  there  are  no  sales. 
Those  who  are  compelled  to  raise  money  do  it  upon  bond  and  mort- 
gage, or  by  other  means.  In  my  opinion,  the  lands  in  that  vicinity 
bave  always  been  held  much  above  their  real  value. 

Question  2394.  My  question  has  reference  to  June,  when  the  sale 
of  this  reservation  took  place  ? 

Answer.  When  I  understood  the  land  was  sold,  I  made  up  my 
opinion  about  it.  I  considered  that  the  land  was  worth  about  $12  50 
per  acre.  At  last  I  thought  I  should  have  been  willing  to  have  given 
that,  provided  I  could  have  had  time  on  a  part  of  the  payments.  I 
would  not  have  paid  that  for  it  cash  down,  for  I  could  not  have  raised 
it ;  but  I  considered  the  land  worth  that  then,  and  I  consider  it  worth 
that  now. 


TESTIMONY.  361 

had  the  right  to  come  on  without  orders  from  the  Indian  Department, 
but  I  came  on. 

Question  2407.  Do  you  know  of  any  particular  instances  within  the 
last  eighteen  months  or  two  years  where  land  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Fort  Snelling  has  been  brought  to  sale  ? 

Answer.  The  property  immediately  north  of  the  reservation,  I 
think,  once  belonged  to  the  same  reservation,  and  was  sold  at  auction. 
I  think  it  was  more  than  two  years  ago. 

Question  2408.  I  mean  at  private  sale  ? 

Answer.  Not  immediately  adjoining  the  reservation.  I  heard  a 
gentleman  speak  of  selling  land  about  the  same  distance  from  St. 
Paul  which  this  was,  which  he  said  was  as  good  land  for  farming  pur- 
poses as  this.  I  know  nothing  of  it  from  my  own  knowledge.  I  was 
not  there,  and  know  nothing  about  it  except  what  I  heard  from  him. 

Question  2409.  Of  your  own  knowledge,  then,  you  know  nothing  of 
what  has  been  the  value  of  property  in  the  vicinity  of  St.  Paul,  Port 
Snelling,  Minneapolis,  or  St.  Anthony,  within  the  last  two  or  three 
years? 

Answer.  Only  from  the  information  I  have  derived  from  other  per- 
sons who  have  been  buying  and  selling. 

Question  2410.  Can  you  recollect  the  names  of  any  of  those  persons? 

Answer.  I  recollect  that  Mr.  Forbes  told  me  he  had  a  farm  about 
the  same  distance  from  St.  Paul  as  Fort  Snelling,  in  another  direction, 
which  he  either  said  he  would  sell  or  had  sold,  I  am  not  certain  which, 
for  $12  50  per  acre. 

Question  2411.  The  distance  from  this  farm  would,  then,  be  about 
ten  or  twelve  miles  from  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2412.  Have  you  liv^ed  at  any  other  place  in  Minnesota, 
except  at  your  station  at  the  agency  of  the  Winnebago  Indians  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  at  a  diflFerent  place  from  the  present  agency. 
When  I  first  moved  the  Indians,  it  was  to  a  location  north  of  the 
Watab  river. 

Question  2413.  During  your  whole  residence  in  Minnesota,  you  have 
not  lived  in  St.  Anthony  or  any  of  those  places? 

Answer.  When  I  was  removed  from  office  I  spent  about  two  months- 
in  St.  Paul. 

Question  2414.     How  long  ago? 

Answer.  It  was  in  1851. 

Question  2415,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Have  you  travelled  over  the  Fort 
Snelling  reservation  frequently? 

Answer.  I  have  been  at  Fort  Snelling  frequently,  and  have  travelled 
from  there  to  St.  Paul  and  St.  Anthony,  and  I  have  travelled  from  the 
Minnesota  river  to  the  agency. 

Question  2416,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Have  you  ever  had  your  attention 
called  particularly  to  its  value  for  agricultural  purposes? 

Answer.  I  have  examined  the  land  particularly,  since  the  sale,  and 
I  have  noticed  it  before. 

Question  2417,  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  For  what  purposes? 

Answer.  For  no  particular  purpose.     The  location  is  a  beautiful 
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Answer.  As  I  stated  before,  I  went  to  Mr.  Rice's  honse  to  see  what 
claim  he  had  against  this  property.  He  there  stated  that  this  man, 
McKenzie,  had,  or  would  have,  a  pre-emption  right  to  160  acres,  and 
that  he  must  have  either  the  160  acres  or  pay  for  the  improvements. 
I  remarked  to  him  that  I  thought  it  strange  that  this  claim  had  not 
been  presented  to  the  government  before.  In  a  very  rough  manner 
I  said  something  about  his  bringing  in  a  claim  at  that  late  day.  I 
thought  it  strange  that  a  man  occupying  the  position  that  Rice  did 
should  do  so  at  that  late  day,  when  he  ought  to  know  that  that  man 
had  no  pre-emption  right.  I  do  not  recollect  anything  else  about  it. 
Just  then  Mr.  Steele  called  him  out,  and  the  matter  ended.  I  am 
hot-headed  sometimes,  and  I  may  have  thought  there  would  be  a  per- 
sonal difficulty  when  there  was  none  near.  I  know  if  I  had  talked  to 
some  men  in  our  country  as  I  did  there,  there  would  probably  have 
been  some  difficulty. 

Question  2426.  Is  that  all  the  conversation  you  had? 

Answer.  I  think  that  is  the  substance  of  all  the  conversation.  To 
tell  the  truth,  I  did  not  treat  him  very  respectfully,  for  he  came  to 
my  room  afterwards,  and  I  do  not  think  I  asked  him  to  take  a  seat, 
because  I  do  not  like  to  have  anything  to  do  with  a  man  who  claims 
anything  besides  his  own. 

Question  2427.  Was  that  Henry  M.  Rice? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  his  name.  It  was  the  delegate  to  Congress 
from  that  Territory. 

Question  2428.  Had  you  that  conversation  with  him  as  the  agent  of 
McKenzie? 

Answer.  I  do  not  knoVv.  I  think  he  said  that  he  was  the  agent  of 
McKenzie.     I  am  not  certain  about  it. 


TUESDAY,  March  9,  1858. 

George  Culver  sworn. 
Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  2428.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  where  you  reside 
and  what  your  occupation  is  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  St.  Paul.     I  am  a  merchant. 

Question  2429.  How  long  have  you  lived  there  ? 

Answer.  I  moved  to  St.  Paul  in  1852.  I  have  been  in  Minnesota 
fiince  1848. 

Question  2430.  Where  else  did  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  I  resided  at  Long  Prairie,  at  the  Winnebago  agency,  130 
miles  northwest  of  St.  Paul. 

Question  2431.  Do  you  know  anything  in  reference  to  the  facts  and 
circumstances  connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at 
Fqrt  Snelling? 
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Answer.  No,  sir;  I  know  nothing  in  regard  to  the  sale,  except 
what  I  have  heard.     I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Question  2432.  State  to  the  committee  what  in  your  estimation  was 
the  value  of  the  reservation  in  June  last? 

Answer.  There  are  portions  of  it  which  would  be  considered  more 
valuabl<3  than  others.  Some  sections  would  be  considered  as  quite 
valuable,  and  others  almost  worthless.  My  judgment  would  be  that 
a  fair  price  for  the  whole  property  would  be  about  $10  per  acre.  I 
do  not  consider  the  improvements  as  of  any  value,  or,  at  least,  but 
of  trifling  vfvlue.  The  fort  is  in  a  dilapidated  condition,  and  the 
stables  are  in  the  same  condition. 

Question  2433.  If  it  had  been  divided  up  into  small  lots  and  a  fair 
competition  secured  for  it,  do  you  think  it  would  have  brought  more 
than  $10  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  It  is  very  difficult  to  say,  from  the  fact  that  a  former  por- 
tion of  the  reservation,  sold  some  years  ago,  only  brought  $1  25  per 
acre. 

Question  2434.  Then  you  have  no  mode  of  judging  of  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  a  sale  in  the  manner  I  have  named,  except  what  wa.« 
done  at  the  previous  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  2435.  Do  you  not  know  that  pre-emptions  were  aUowed 
on  a  portion  of  the  reserve  ? 

Answer.  Pre-emptions  were  allowed  on  the  northern  portion  of  it 
but,  I  think,  not  on  the  eastern  portion.  The  sale  I  speak  of  was  at 
public  auction,  some  years  ago,  in  Stillwater.  It  has  occurred  ifi 
many  instances  that  there  has  been  a  sort  of  understanding  or  arrange- 
ment among  the  operators  in  lands  at  these  sales,  and  I  presume  that 
has  had  its  effect. 

Question  2435J.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  understanding  in  this 
case? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question  2436.  Were  there  persons  in  St.  Paul  at  that  time  desir- 
ous of  investing  in  real  estate  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  persons,  dealers  in  real  estate,  talking,  before 
the  sale,  about  it,  and  expressing  the  opinion  that  if  it  was  sold  in 
small  lots  they  would  like  to  obtain  portions  of  it. 

Question  2437.  If  you  had  been  commissioned  by. the  government 
to  sell  that  property,  and  had  been  authorized  to  sell  either  at  public 
or  private  sale,  do  you  think  you  would  have  been  exercising  a  pru- 
dent and  sound  discretion  to  have  sold  it  to  one  individual  privately, 
without  letting  any  other  person  or  persons  know  that  you  were 
authorized  to  sell  ? 

Answer.  I  should  have  sold  it  at  public  auction,  knowing  that  it 
would  have  given  less  satisfaction. 

Question  2438.  Do  you  think  the  commissioners,  then,  exercised  a 
prudent  and  sound  discretion  in  making  sale  of  this  property  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  sold  it? 

Answer.  I  should  have  sold  it  at  public  auction,  though  I  don't 
know  what  influences  might  have  been  brought  to  bear. 
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Question  2439.  Are  you  a  property  holder  in  St.  Paul  ? 
Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question  2440.  Do  you  know  how  you  happened  to  be  summoned 
here? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  unless  it  was  througlv  the  committee  ;  the  first 
intimation  I  had  of  it  was  when  the  subpoena  was  given  me  by  Mr. 
Mulloy. 

Question  2441.  Have  you,  in  conversation,  frequently  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  Port  Snelling  property  was  worth  not  more  than 
110  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  I  expressed  the  opinion,  at  the  time  it  was  sold,  that  Mr. 
Steele  had  given  more  for  the  property  than  it  was  worth  ;  that  w^s 
my  opinion  then,  though  property  there  was  much  higher  then  than  it 
is  now. 

Question  2442.  Do  you  know  of  any  property  in  the  vicinity  of  St. 
Paul  as  eligibly  located  as  that  which  sold  for  $10  per  acre,  in  Juno 
last? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  an  instance  of  property  immediately 
adjoining  that  being  sold  about  that  time. 

Question  2443.  What  was  the  general  value  of  property  lying 
between  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  and  St.  Anthony's  Falls? 

Answer.  It  was  held  at  almost  every  price  ;  it  is  mostly  in  the  hands 
of  speculators,  who  buy  and  sell  at  exorbitant  prices,  on  credit ;  I 
think  property  on  the  main  road  ranges  from  $30  to  $50  per  acre. 

Question  2444.  Is  that  the  main  road  which  passes  through  Fort 
Snelling? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  on  the  other  side-  of  the  river. 
Question  2445.   You  do  not  know  then  whether  any  property  on  the 
vrest  side  of  the  river  was  sold  ? 

Answer.  I  might,  at  the  time,  have  been  conversant  with  sales  of 
property  in  that  locality,  but  I  have  forgotten. 

Question  2446.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  in  real  estate? 
Answer.  I  have  purchased  a  little  for  my  own  use. 
Question  2447.  Have  you  posted  yourself  particularly  as  to  prices? 
Answer.   Not,  except  by  observation. 

Question  2448.  Did  you  ever  make  an  examination  of  the  Fort  Snel- 
ling reservation  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  its  value? 

Answer.  I  have  been  over  it  a  good  deal,  and  have  camped  on  it ; 
1  consider  myself  a  good  judge  of  land  ;  I  was  raised  a  farmer  ;  there 
is  a  portion  of  the  reservation  which  is  worthless  for  farming  purposes, 
or  nearly  so  ;  I  have  not  been  over  it  with  a  view  of  purchasing  it, 
but  I  always  look  at  it  when  I  pass  over  it. 

Examination  by  Mr,   Morrill. 

Question  2449.    What  kind  of  soil  has  this  reservation? 
Answer.   A  portion  of  it  is  sand,  that  is  poor  ;  another  portion  is 
loam,  that  is  good  land. 

Question  2450.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  part  of  it  cultivated? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question  2451.  What  is  the  character  of  the  soil  as  it  turns  up? 

Answer.  It  is  a  rich  loam. 

Question  2452.  How  large  a  portion  is  sandy  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  about  one-fourth. 

Question  2453.  Is  it  of  about  the  same  character  as  the  soil  about 
St.  Paul? 

Answer.  About  the  same. 

Question  2454.  Is  the  soil  about  St.  Paul  considered  of  the  highest 
character  ? 

Answer.  It  is  not. 

Question  2455.  How  is  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  situated  for 
the  purposes  of  building  a  town  ? 

Answer.  I  think  a  town  could  only  be  built  there  with  money.  I 
do  not  think  the  site  would  build  it. 

Question  2456.  Is  that  the  general  opinion  of  the  people  who  re- 
side in  St.  Paul  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2457.  Do  the  people  who  live  away  from  St.  Paul  have  a 
very  different  opinion  from  that? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  one  expressed  differently. 

Question  2458.  Do  you  not  know  that  there  were  many  persons  in 
that  vicinity,  in  June  or  July  last,  who  would  have  been  glad  to  have 
become  purchasers  of  the  Fort  Snelling  property  ? 

Answer.  I  think,  after  the  sale  had  been  made,  I  heard  Mr.  Brown, 
a  dealer  in  real  estate,  say  he  would  have  been  glad  to  have  pnr- 
chased  a  part  of  it ;  and  I  heard,  perhaps,  two  or  three  others  express 
the  same  opinion. 

Question  2459.  Is  not  the  location  considered  one  of  the  most  beau- 
tiful for  a  town  site  in  the  west  ? 

Answer.  It  is  a  very  pretty  location  for  a  town  site.  Not  more  so, 
however,  than  St.  Paul,  and  not  as  much  so  as  Minneapolis  and  St 
Anthony. 

Question  2460.  Is  the  water  power  at  the  Minnehaha  Falls  consid- 
ered as  of  any  value  for  manufacturing  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  should  not  consider  it  of  any  great  value.  Water  power 
is  very  abundant  there,  and  it  is  too  cold  a  latitude.  Steam  is  con- 
sidered far  preferable. 

Question  2461.  Is  the  price  you  estimate  the  reservation  at  in  con- 
sideration of  its  being  valuable  for  agricultural  purposes  only? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  for  speculative  purposes.  There  are  a  great 
many  visionary  men  in  that  region  as  well  as  elsewhere. 

Question  2462.  Is  not  that  land  worth  as  much  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses as  the  land  on  the  other  side  of  the  river  ? 

Answer.  A  portion  of  it  may  be. 

Question  2463.  Is  it  worth  as  much  for  speculative  purposes? 

Answer.  I  should  think  not  at  present.  I  do  not  know  what  it 
may  be  in  the  future. 

Question  2464,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Is  Mr.  Steele  regarded  as  a  good 
judge  of  property  in  your  country  ? 

Answer.  He  has  that  reputation.     He  is  quite  a  large  landholder, 
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»nd  has  been  very  successful.  He  is  a  man  who  has  a  peculiar  style 
erf  humbugging  the  people,  and  of  telling  a  good  yarn. 

Question  2465,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  I  understand  you  to  say  he  is 
pretty  successful  in  humbugging  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  is  successful  in  humbugging.  I 
soeaa  in  getting  a.  good  price  for  his  land. 

Major  J.  G.  Martin  recalled. 

JExamincUion  by  Mr,  Morris. 

Question  2466.  Have  you  examined  the  report  of  the  commissioners 
authorized  to  make  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  which  I  placed  Jn  your 
iiands  yesterday,  and  which  you  have  now  before  you ;  and  if  so,  state 
whether  the  representations  therein  contained  in  regard  to  the  fort, 
buildings,  and  other  matters,  are  correct? 

Answer.  I  have  examined  it.  There  are  several  points  in  the  re- 
port that  do  not  agree  with  my  opinion  and  knowledge  of  the  facts. 
The  report  speaking  of  the  improvements  made  on  the  reservation  by 
the  United  States  and  by  citizens,  says:  **We  find  that  those  made 
by  the  government  were  for  military  purposes,  and  mostly  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  render  them  almost  valueless  for  any  other.''  **  Almost 
valueless"  is  an  indefinite  phrase,  but  the  buildings  are  valuable  for 
any  purpose  requiring  a  large  collection  of  buildings.  The  fort 
itself  is  of  no  value  but  for  military  purposes.  A  portion  of  the 
buildings,  the  officers'  quarters,  have  been  rebuilt  since  the  fort  was 
first  built. 

The  report  says  that  *'The  fort  and  outbuildings  upon  the  reserva- 
tion were  erected  many  years  ago,  and  owing  to  its  then  isolated  con- 
dition, they  could  not  have  been  built  with  any  great  degree  of  per- 
manency, which  with  the  great  lapse  of  time  since  their  erection, 
leaves  them  now  in  a  dilapidated  condition."  The  officers'  quarters 
have  been  rebuilt  since  the  fort  was  built,  and  none  of  them  are  in  a 
dilapidated  condition.  The  general  condition  of  the  quarters  and 
barracks  at  Fort  Snelling  are  as  good  as  the  average  quarters  and 
barracks  in  the  United  States.  As  to  the  price  at  which  they  could 
be  sold  as  stated  in  the  report,  that  is  a  mere  matter  of  opinion.  I 
know  nothing  of  the  sales  of  those  forts  referred  to  in  the  report  as 
evidence  of  the  price  of  the  value  of  Fort  Snelling. 

The  report  says :  *  *  We  find  upon  the  reservation  extensive  im- 
provements made  by  citizens,  the  cost  of  which  cannot  be  less  than 
$30, 000.  They  date  back  some  twenty  years ;  and  we  also  find  that 
they  are  all  owned,  and  in  possession  of  the  post  sutler,  Franklin 
Steele,  esq.  Many  of  the  improvements  were  made  by  himself,  with 
the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  officer  in  command  at  the  time." 
All  the  improvements  and  buildings  which  were  on  the  reserve  did 
not  belong  to  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  2467.  To  whom  did  they  belong  ? 

Answer.  As  quartermaster  at  Fort  Snelling,  I  had  intercourse  with 
the  person  representing  himself  to  be  the  agent  of  Mr.  McKenzie,  in 
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reference  to  the  hotel.  It  was  several  times  necessarj'  for  the  com- 
manding officer  to  displace  men  who  occupied  the  hotel  for  selling 
liquor  to  the  soldiers,  and  on  each  of  those  occasions,  in  behalf  of  the 
commanding  officer,  I  had  intercourse  with  that  agent  in  St.  Paul.  In 
that  way  I  know  that  the  hotel  property  did  not  belong  to  Mr.  Steele. 

Question  2468.  What  do  you  say  as  to  the  value  of  those  improve- 
ments spoken  of  in  the  report? 

Answer.  The  report  says  that  the  cost  could  not  have  been  less 
than  $30,000.  I  suppose,  including  the  hotel,  Mr.  Steele's  house,  and 
the  ferry  house,  they  could  not  have  cost  less.  Mr.  Steele's  house, 
and  the  stable  attached,  and  the  ferry  house,  were  built,  as  stated,  by 
the  consent  of  the  commanding  officer. 

The  report  states  that  the  '  *  fort  is  so  situated  at  the  junction  of 
the  Mississippi  and  Minnesota  rivers,  that  a  ferry  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  fort,  across  each  river,  has  been  indispensable  ;  and  we 
find  that  Mr.  Steele  was  authorized  to  establish  and  maintain  said 
ferries,  which  he  did,  and  has  for  years  transported  officers  and  men 
and  munitions  of  war  across,  day  and  night,  free  of  charge  to  the  gov- 
ernment. He  has  built  ferry  houses,  put  on  and  constantly  kept 
boats  of  the  best  class,  and  had  men  constantly  in  attendance.'' 

In  reference  to  that  matter,  Mr.  Steele  had  only  one  ferry — that 
across  the  Mississippi  river — and  there  was  a  ferry  house  built  there. 
Mr.  Sibley  had  charge  of  the  other  ferry.  I  suppose  he  built  the 
ferry  house,  though  I  never  had  occasion  to  ascertain  that  fact. 

Question  2469.  Did  jthey  do  all  the  ferrying  for  the  government 
free  of  charge? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  the  impression  left  by  the  report  would  be 
that  Mr.  Steele  had  given  some  benefit  to  the  government,  wlierea? 
his  ferry  was  reallv  an  income  to  him. 

Question  2470.  How? 

Answer.  He  received  all  the  tolls  from  other  persons  passing  the 
ferry,  at  the  rates  established  by  law  for  the  ferry  and  bridge  at  St 
Anthony. 

Question  2471.  Then  the  government  merely  gave  him  permission 
to  run  the  ferry  and  to  land  upon  the  government  property,  upon  con- 
dition that  he  would  ferry  for  the  government  free  of  charge? 

Answer.  That  was  not  merely  the  condition.  The  contract  made 
between  the  quartermaster  and  Mr.  Steele  was  made  at  a  time  when 
there  was  a  ferry  at  St.  Anthony,  and  the  agreement  was  to  ferry 
over  things  belonging  to  the  government,  at  Fort  Snelling,  free  ot 
charge  ;  and,  in  addition,  he  was  to  give  the  quartermaster  the  free 
use  of  the  ferry  at  St.  Anthony.  In  consideration  of  that,  Mr.  Steele 
was  to  receive  all  the  tolls  paid  at  Fort  Snelling.  I  never  knew  how 
much  they  amounted  to. 

Question  2472.   He  landed  upon  government  property? 

Answer.  Both  ferries  belonged  to  the  government ;  the  reservation 
extending  on  both  sides  of  both  ri .  ers,  with  a  view  of  keeping  the 
entire  control  of  the  ferry,  and  that  control  was  vested  in  the  govern- 
ment until  this  sale. 
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Question  2473.  What  sort  of  a  warehouse  is  that  spoken  of  in  the 
report? 

Answer.  It  was  a  one  story  framed  house,  about  15  by  20-  feet. 

Question  2474.  What  sort  of  houses  are  the  ferry  houses  spoken  of? 

Answer.  The  ferry  house  on  the  Mississippi  is  a  pretty  good  one,  > 
better  than  the  average  run  of  farm  houses  in  that  country. 

Question  2475.  What  are  they  kept  for? 

Answer.  They  were  designed  for  the  ferrymen  to  live  in.  A  family 
has  occupied  the  house  upon  the  Mississippi  river  most  of  the  time 
since  I  have  been  there,  and  the  ferryman  has  lived  with  them,  I  be- 
lieve. 

Question  2476.  But,  I  suppose,  Mr.  Steele  gets  the  rent  of  the 
house  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  ought  to  have  added,  in  reference  to 
those  buildings  at  Fort  Snelling,  that  I  expended  during  the  summer 
and  fall,  two  years  ago,  $5, 000  in  the  repair,  principally,  of  the  two 
etone  houses  on  the  outside  of  the  fort,  and  the  building  of  a  stable  for 
one  hundred  mules. 

Question  2477.  By  whose  order  was  it  done? 

Answer.  By  permission  of  the  Quartermaster  General,  and  the 
order  of  the  commanding  officer.  The  report  says  :  *  *  Mr.  Steele, 
having  arranged  with  Mr.  Kenneth  McKenzie  for  thia  property," 
referring  to  the  hotel  property.  I  don't  know  what  arrangement 
they  made.  I  never  had  any  intercourse  with  Mr.  Steele  as  the 
owner  of  that  property,  but  I  had  intercourse  with  a  man  who  was 
recognized  as  the  agent  for  Mr.  McKenzie,  and  the  fact  is  he  does 
not  own  that  property  now.  He  did  not  when  I  left  Fort  Snelling. 
After  the  sale,  the  agent  was  up  at  the  fort  to  see  about  some  furni- 
ture which  had  been  taken  out  of  the  hotel  by  the  soldiers.  There 
is,  also,  on  the  reserve  a  small  house,  built  by  the  beef  contractor, 
which  did  not  belong  to  Mr.  Steele,  and  which  the  contractor  had  to 
pull  down  when  required.  I  gave  him  notice  to  pull  it  down  before 
the  property  was  transferred  to  Mr.  Steele.  He  may  have  made 
arrangements  with  Mr.  Steele  afterward  to  keep  the  house ;  but  I  da 
not  know  how  that  is.  The  balance  of  the  report  is  made  up  of  the 
opinions  of  the  commissioners,  and  if  I  did  not  agree  with  them  it 
would  be  a  mere  difference  of  opinion.  The  report  speaks  of  com- 
binations, but  I  knew  nothing  of  them  ;  but  my  knowing  nothing  of 
them  is  no  evidence  that  they  did  not  exist.  The  report  says  that 
there  is  but  one  other  military  post  in  Minnesota  Territory.  There 
were  two  others.  One  of  them  was  ordered  to  be  abandoned,  it  may 
be,  about  the  date  of  this  sale.  It  was  unoccupied  about  three 
months,  but  was  afterwards  reoccupied.     Both  are  now  occupied. 

Question  2478.  Are  you  still  in  command  of  Fort  Snelling?  • 

Answer.  I  never  was  in  command  of  Fort  Snelling,  except  for 
about  twenty  days.  I  am  the  quartermaster  at  Fort  Snelling,  and 
am  still  on  duty  there  as  such. 

Question  2479.  Have  you  any  troops  there  at  this  time  ? 

Answer.  There  are  two  companies  there. 

Question  2480.  Any  mules  or  horses  ? 
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Answer.  There  are  abotit  200  animalB — ^mules,  horses,  and  oien. 
In  regard  to  the  value  of  Fort  SnelHng,  I  ought  to  have  stated  yes- 
terday, in  answer  to  a  question  which  was  put  to  me,  that  I  haye 
understood,  in  the  same  way  that  I  had  understood  the  value  of  land 
adjacent  to  the  reserve,  that  a  part  of  this  Fort  Snelling  reservation 
has  been  sold  since  the  purchase  by  Mr.  Steele,  at  the  rate  of  $10,000 
for  the  one -thirty-sixth  part  of  it ;  but  whether  it  is  so  or  not  I  do 
not  know.  I  ought  to  have  stated,  too,  that  I  gave  Mr.  Steele  for 
the  hay  about  a  dollar  above  his  expenses  in  cutting  it. 

Question  2481.  They  have  been  laying  out  the  property  into  lote 
and  blocks,  have  they  not  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  A  small  part  of  the  reserve  has  been  laid  out 
into  a  town,  and  the  prices  of  lots  fixed  from  $100  to  $600  each,  ac- 
cording to  location. 

Question  2482.  Did  I  understand  you  yesterday  to  state  that  the 
part  of  the  reservation  which  was  most  sandy  lies  next  to  the  fort? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  stated  that  there  were  120  acres  enclosed 
close  to  the  fort,  and  that  was  the  only  land  of  which  I  knew  the  real 
quality.  That  yielded  about  thirty  bushels  of  oats  to  the  acre.  I 
raised  1,300  bnshels  of  oats  last  summer  upon  about  forty  acres  of  it. 

Question  2483.  Do  you  think  that,  for  agricultural  purposes,  that 
120  acres  would  be  the  average  quality  of  the  reserve,  leaving  out 
the  swamp  and  the  parts  subject  to  overflow  ? 

Answer.  I  never  examined  it  so  as  to  give  an  opinion  upon  it. 

Question  2484.  That  120  acres  is  all  the  portion  which  has  been 
cultivated  and  ploughed,  so  that  anybody  could  tell  what  the  soil  was? 

Answer.  That  is  the  only  part,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question  2485.  Was  it  not  a  matter  of  surprise  at  Fort  Snelling, 
among  the  officers  and  others  there,  they  not  having  previously  known 
anything  about  it,  when  they  got  the  news  of  the  sale  of  the  propertTr 
mid  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  sold  ? 

Answer*  It  had  been  talked  about  for  weeks  before  anything  was 
known  about  it.  The  officers  were  all  surprised  at  the  sale  of  the  fort 
and  buildings,  as  they  supposed  the  place  would  be  kept  as  a  depot 

Question  2486.  You  do  not  know  that  any  officer  in  command  tiiere 
had  recommended  to  the  Secretary  of  War  that  it  should  be  aban- 
doned ? 

Answer.  No  report  was  ever  called  for  either  from  the  commanding 
officer  or  from  the  quartermaster,  while  I  was  at  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  2487.  Do  you  know,  from  a  survey,  the  number  of  acres 
in  that  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  never  made  a  survey  of  it.  The  day  I  looked 
at  the  map  with  Major  Eastman  I  asked  him  something  about  the 
quantity  of  land  there,  and  he  said  he  thought  it  had  been  under  es- 
timated, that  he  thought  there  must  be  nearly  11,000  acres. 

Question  2488.  Major  Ecistman  never  completed  that  survey,  did 
Jie  i 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  positively,  but  I  think  the  survey  was 
<5ompleted,  but  that  the  map  was  not  completed. 
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Examination  by  Mr.  MorriU. 

QueBtion  2489.  If  Fort  Snelling  should  be  abandoned,  would  it  not 
gnbject  the  government,  under  the  present  system,  to  the  expense  of 
erecting  new  fortifications,  stables,  and  other  buildings,  at  some  other 
point  ? 

Answer.  No  new  fortifications  would  be  necessary  in  consequence 
of  the  sale.  Warehouses  would  have  to  be  built  or  rented,  and, 
unless  the  government  contracted  to  transport  its  provisions,  stables 
would  have  to  be  built  or  hired.  There  would  be  no  officers  there 
but  the  quartermaster,  and  he  could  yet  rent  for  quarters,  or  a  house 
would  have  to  be  hired  for  him. 

Question  2490.  If  the  troops  should  be  moved  further  towards  the 
Indian  settlements  would  it  not  become  necessary  to  have  some  forti- 
fications ? 

Answer.  No  fortifications  would  be  necessary.  Quarters  and  bar- 
ra^sks  would  be,  but  they  would  not  replace  Fort  Snelling  at  all ;  thef 
would  not  be  as  a  substitute  for  Fort  Snelling.  If  the  government 
builds  a  new  post  in  the  Indian  country,  that  would  not  be  as  a  sub- 
Btitute  for,  or  in  consequence  of  the  evacuation  of,  Fort  Snelling,  but 
it  would  be  because  it  was  thought  advisable  to  put  a  new  post  in  a 
new  place ;  but  it  would  have  no  connexion  with  holding  or  not 
holding  Fort  Snelling. 

Question  2491.  Where  the  troops  may  be  located  w^ould  it  not  be 
necessary  to  have  some  sort  of  fortifications? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  there  are  no  fortifications  at  either  Forts  Ridgely 
or  Ripley.  There  are  picket  walls  of  wood  begun  around  one  of  them^ 
but  they  are  not  completed.  There  are  nothing  but  barracks  at 
either  of  those  posts.  One  has  a  simple  fence  all  around  it ;  around 
the  other  there  is  a  picket  on  one  side,  and  a  board  and  post  fence  on 
the  other  sides. 

Question  2492.  If,  then,  there  were  no  fortifications  erected,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  sufficient  number  of  troops  always  at 
the  post  to  defend  the  buildings  and  other  property  belonging  to  the 
government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  2493.  Who  was  in  command  of  Fort  Snelling  in  the  spring 
and  summer  of  1857? 

Answer.  Colonel  C.  F.  Smith  had  command  of  Fort  Snelling  in  the 
spring,  and  remained  in  command  until  some  time  in  June.  When 
the  headquarters  of  his  regiment  came  to  Fort  Snelling,  on  its  way 
to  Fort  Leavenworth,  the  command  of  the  post  fell  into  the  hands  of 
Colonel  Alexander.  He  remained  there  about  ten  days,  and  then 
Maior  Sherman  took  command  of  the  post. 

Question  2494.  Where  are  all  those  officers  now? 

AoBwer.  In  Utah,  with  the  exception  of  Major  Sherman,  who  is  at 
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Fort  Leavenworth.  He  did  not  succeed  to  the  command  of  the  post 
until  about  the  18th  of  June,  and  was  in  command  until  the  29th  of 
June,  when  he  went  up  to  the  Indian  agencies,  and  I  succeeded  him 
until  the  16th  of  July,  I  believe. 

Question  2495.  Do  you  know  how  long  Colonel  Smith  was  in  com- 
mand ? 

Answer.  From  the  1st  of  December,  1856,  till  some  time  about  the 
8th  or  10th  of  June,  1857. 

ExaminalUyii  by  the  chairman. 

Question  2496.  Have  you  any  knowledge  as  to  who  had  control  of 
the  improvements  upon  this  reservation  made  by  citizens  about  the 
time  of  this  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  other  knowledge  than  what  I  expressed  in  what 
I  said  about  the  report,  that  the  intercourse  between  the  commanding 
officer  of  the  fort  was  carried  on  through  the  quartermaster.  I  was 
quartermaster,  and  in  that  capacity  I  had  occasion  two  or  three  times 
to  communicate  with  the  person  representing  himself  to  be  the  agent 
of  Mr.  McKenzic. 

Question  2497.  Where  does  Mr.  McKenzie  reside? 

Answer.   I  do  not  know ;  I  suppose  in  St.  Louis. 

Question  2498.  Can  you  state  whether  there  was  not  some  arrange- 
>ment  between  Mr.  Steele  and  Mr.  McKenzie  about  the  control  of  this 
property? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  stated  before  I  do  not  know  what  arrangements 
may  have  been  entered  into  between  Mr.  Steele  and  Mr.  McKenzie. 
'They  may  have  concluded  a  bargain  for  the  purchase  of  it  for  aught 
J  know. 


WEDNESDAY,  March  17,   1858. 

Franklin  Steele  recalled. 

Examination  hg  Mr.  Morris. 

Question  2499.  You  stated  in  your  former  examination  that  you  sold 
an  undivided  interest  to  Henry  T.  Wells,  Bichard  Chute,  and  John 
S.  Prince.     Will  you  please  to  state  more  definitely  what  you  mean 
j  by  an  undivided  interest,  and  at  what  price  you  sold  the  same  ? 

*  Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  one-twenty-seventh  part  of  the  whole 

I  purchase,  or  one-ninth  of  my  interest.     The  undivided  interest  which 

\  I  sold  was  a  part  of  my  undivided  interest,  but  the  lots  sold  were  the 

^  property  of  the  company.     $6, 666  was,  I  think,  the  consideration  for 

i  the  one-twenty-seventh  part. 

i  Question  2500.  Where  did  the  gentlemen  reside  to  whom  you  sold? 

Answer.   Mr.  Prince  resided  at  St.  Paul,  Mr.  Chute  in  St.  Anthony, 
J  and  Mr.  Wells  at  Minneapolis. 


Examinaiion  by  Mr.  Fatdhier. 

Question  2501.  What  were  the  terms  of  payment  for  that  4)ne- 
twenty-seventh  part  ? 
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Answer.  The  terms  were  considered  as  cash,  though  all  was  not 
paid  in  cash,  for  I  took  in  part  property  in  exchange,  instead  of  cash. 

Question  2502.  State  what  was  the  value  of  the  government  build- 
ings upon  that  portion  of  the  reserve  taken  oflF  by  the  act  of  1852, 
and  which  was  subsequently  sold  in  1854  and  1855? 

Answer.  The  buildings  were  not  of  much  value.  There  was  some 
machinery  attached  to  them.  I  suppose  that  $5, 000  would  cover  the 
value  of  the  whole. 

Question  2503.  Can  you  state  whether  the  land,  including  those 
buildings,  was  sold  for  $1  25  an  acre  ? 

Answer.  It  was.  That  is,  the  government  received  but  $1  25  per 
acre. 

Question  2504.  Can  you  inform  us  who  was  the  purchaser  of  that 
particular  portion  upon  which  the  buildings  were  located  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  obtained  from  the  government  by  pre- 
emption, and  tlien  it  was  sold  to  Mr.  Robert  Smith,  of  Illinois.  I  am 
not  certain  that  the  whole  tract  upon  which  the  buildings  were  lo- 
cated was  sold  to  him,  but  a  large  portion  of  it  was. 

Question  2505,  (by  Mr.  Morris.)  Did  Mr.  Smith  obtain  it  by  pre- 
emption, or  by  second-hand  purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  obtained  it  by  contract  from  the  party  who 
made  the  pre-emption. 

Question  2506,  (by  Mr.  Faulkner.)  Have  you  any  knowledge  when 
the  contract  was  made,  whether  before  or  after  the  pre-emption  right 
was  confirmed? 

Answer.  I  think  one  contract  was  made  before  the  pre-emption  law 
passed  Congress. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  2507.  How  soon  after  the  sale  was  confirmed  did  you 
learn  the  fact  ? 

Answer.  I  think  immediately  after. 

Question  2508.  Were  you  here  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  I  received  a  despatch  from  Mr.  Mather, 
from  New  York,  giving  me  the  information. 

Question  2509.  Did  you  make  the  arrangement  to  purchase  with 
Dr.  Graham,  Mr.  Mather,  and  Mr.  Schell — ^with  Dr.  Graham  or  with 
Mr.  Mather? 

Answer.  With  Dr.  Graham,  in  the  first  instance.  The  first  con- 
versation on  the  subject  was  with  Mr.  Graham. 

Question  2510.  Was  that  conversation  here  in  the  city  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  think  it  was  in  St.  Paul. 

Question  2511.  What  was  the  date  of  the  payment  on  the  pur- 
chase? 

Answer.  It  was  a  few  days  after  the  10th  day  of  July.  I  do  not 
recollect  exactly  the  day.  That  was  the  day  on  which  it  ought  to 
have  been  made. 

Question  2512.  Was  that  payment  made  at  Fort  Snelling? 

Answer.  It  was  made  in  New  York  at  the  sub-treasury. 
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Question  2513.  Who  made  it? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question  2514.  From  whom  did  you  have  the  funds  to  make  Aat 
payment,  except  what  you  furnished  yourself? 

Answer.  From  Mr.  Mather — I  believe  the  whole  amount.  It  waa 
by  a  draft  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Mather,  but  by  whom  the  draft  was 
drawn  I  do  not  recollect.  I  sent  the  draft  out  and  obtained  the 
specie,  and  carried  it  to  the  sub-treasury.  I  think  it  was  probably 
Mr.  Schell  who  drew  the  draft.  I  think  it  was  Schell's  draft  that  was 
used.  I  have  data  in  my  possession  from  which  I  could  tell  when  the 
payment  was  made  ;  but  I  have  not  got  them  here. 

Question  2515.  By  the  testimony  of  Schell  he  fixes  the  day  of  pay- 
ment at  about  the  25th  of  July.  Should  you  think  that  the  correct 
date? 

Answer.  I  should  think  it  was  about  that  time. 

Question  2516.  Here  is  what  purports  to  be  a  copy  of  a  contnM^ 
between  yourself,  Graham,  and  Mather.  Will  you  examine  it,  and  stale 
whether  it  is  a  correct  copy  or  not  ? 

Answer  (after  reading  the  contract.)   I  think  it  is  a  correct  copy. 

Hbnbt  M.  Rice. 
ExamifuUion  hy  Mr.  FavUaier. 

Question  2517.  What  have  been  your  opportunities  of  beoominf 
acquainted  with  the  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  and  of 
the  lands  in  that  neighborhood ;  and  what  has  been  the  lei^gtli  of 
your  residence  in  that  section  of  the  country  ? 

Answer.  I  first  resided  at  Fort  Snelling,  and  wintered  within  the 
fort,  in  1839  and  1840.  I  then  left  and  went  south,  to  the  northern 
part  of  Iowa,  and  remained  there  several  years,  but  was  occasioMilly 
up  at  Fort  Snelling.  Most  of  my  time  since  1847  has  been  spent  is 
the  vicinity  of  the  fort,  excepting  the  time  spent  here.  A  part  of 
that  time  I  had  a  depot  opposite,  at  Mendota.  In  1849  I  moved  my 
depot  from  Mendota  down  to  where  St.  Paul  now  is,  where  I  now 
reside,  and  which  has  been  my  home  ever  since. 

Question  2518.  Can  you  state  what  was  the  extent  of  that  entire 
reservation  before  it  was  divided  in  1852  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  I  have  a  map  showing  its  extent.  I  think  it 
was  considered  equal  to  ten  miles  square,  though  the  lines  were  not 
regular,  owing  to  rivere  and  lakes.  I  was  there  when  it  ¥ra8  first 
surveyed,  in  the  fall  of  1839  or  spring  of  1840. 

Question  2519.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  circumstances  which 
led  to  the  legislation  of  Congress  cutting  off  a  portion  of  that  reserve 
in  1852? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  am. 

Question  2520.  Will  you  state  the  reasons  which  led  to  that  divi- 
sion? 

Answer.  When  I  first  went  there,  there  were  few  white  inhabit- 
ants in  the  country,  and  but  very  little  of  the  land  was  surveyed.. In 
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1848  settlers  began  to  come  into  that  region,  and  the  reservatioii  was 
considered  too  large  for  military  uses,  and,  occupying  the  position  it 
did  at  the  junction  of  the  two  rivers,  Mississippi  and  St.  Peter's,  it 
was  the  depot  there  for  nearly  all  the  trade,  and  it  was  a  great  detri- 
ment to  the  settlers.  The  inhabitants  were  exceedingly  anxious  to 
have  it  thrown  into  market  and  opened  to  settlement.  A  portion  of 
it,  lying  between  St.  Paul  and  Fort  Snelling,  which  is  considered  very 
valuable,  is  now  included  in  the  city  of  St.  Paul.  It  was  a  spirit  of 
speculation,  perhaps,  as  much  as  anything  else,  that  led  to  this 
movement.  I,  for  one,  was  anxious  to  get  the  reserve  reduced. 
I  got  up  some  petitions  for  it,  and  wrote  some  letters  perhaps.  Every 
one  interested  did  what  he  could  to  get  it  reduced. 

Question  2521.  Did  you  conduct  the  sale  of  any  portion  of  the 
reserve  which  was  separated  by  the  act  of  1862  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not ;  I  was  here  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 

Question  2522.  Was  a  portion  of  that  reserve  sold  at  public  sale? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  bill  passed  in  1852,  while  Mr.  Sibley  was 
delegate  to  Congress  from  that  Territory,  reducing  the  reserve  and 
giving  to  the  proprietors  the  right  to  enter  320  acres,  under  the  law 
of  1844,  embracing  the  town  site  of  Mendota,  upon  which,  I  suppose, 
had  been  expended  from  $50,000  to  $100,600.  The  order  was  sent 
out  that  the  land  eastH)f  the  Mississippi,  in  what  is  called  the  Still- 
water land  district,  and  that  west  of  the  Mississippi,  in  the  Minneapolis 
land  district,  should  be  sold.  Six  months'  notice  was  given  that  the  sale 
would  take  place  at  those  two  places.  The  plats  reached  the  Still- 
water office  in  season,  and  every  foo^  of  land  lying  in  that  district  was 
sold  ;  but  the  plats  did  not  reach  the  Minneapolis  office  by  the  time 
the  sale  was  to  take  place,  consequently  no  sale  upon  the  west  side  of 
the  river  took  place.  After  the  law  passed,  reducing  the  reserve,  it 
was  covered  with  settlers ;  all  went  in  and  took  a  piece^-^some  40, 
some  80,  and  some  160  acres — ^no  one,  however,  taking  over  160  acres. 
Jsk  1853  I  was  elected  delegate,  and  came  in  the  fall  of  that  year.  I 
think  the  sale  took  place  in  the  spring  of  1854.  As  the  sale  did  not 
take  place  upon  the  west  side  of  the  river,  the  land  had  either  to  be 
re-offered,  or  a  pre-emption  law  passed.  I  think  the  legislature  of 
Minnesota  memorialised  Congress  on  the  subject,  and  I  know  that 
many  individuals  came  on  here  to  urge  the  'matter.  I  got  up  a  bill, 
and  succeeded  in  getting  it  through  Congress,  granting  pre-emption 
to  all  those  settled  upon  the  west  side  of  the  river ;  they  did  pre- 
empt, accordingly,  and  all  paid  $1  25  per  acre. 

Question  2523.  Will  you  state  what  the  lands  in  the  Stillwater  dis- 
trict yielded,  at  public  auction,  per  acre  ? 

Answer.   One  dollar  and  twenty -five  cents. 

Question  2524.  Can  you  state  what  the  entire  reservation,  separated 
by  the  act  of  1862,  yielded  per  acre? 

Answer.   One  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents. 

Question  2525.  How  does  the  character  of  that  land,  cut  off  by 
the  act  of  1852,  compare  in  quality  with  that  retained  for  military 
purposes? 

Answer.  That  which  was  cut  off  was  worth  four  times  as  much,  for 
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Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  brought  a  much  larger  sum  than 
if  it  had  been  sold  at  public  sale  ;  but  I  disapproved  of  the  mode  of 
selling  it.  I  have  two  reasons  for  ^ihat ;  I  wrote  a  letter  recom- 
mending that  it  should  be  sold,  I  think,  in  forty  acre  tracts,  so 
that  men  of  small  means  might  have  an  opportunity  to  purchase.  I 
was  anxious,  first,  that  the  settlers  about  there,  who  had  for  years 
been  compelled  to  build  bridges,  open  roads,  and  pay  double  taxes, 
in  consequence  of  this  reserve,  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  sale,  if 
there  was  any  benefit  to  be  derived  from  it,  rather  than  that  it  should 
go  into  the  hands  of  speculators.  That  was  the  practical  object  I 
had  in  view,  so  far  as  the  inhabitants  were  concerned.  I  recommended 
that  it  should  be  sold  at  public  sale. 

Question  2532.  Had  the  land  been  advertised  and  sold  at  public 
auction  what,  in  your  judgment,  and  from  your  knowledge  of  that 
country,  would  it  have  yielded  to  the  government  at  public  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  would  have  brought  more  than  the  mini- 
mum price  ;  I  am  satisfied  it  would  not,  for  I  advised  the  settlers 
about  there  to  go  in  and  buy  it.  I  favored  any  plan  which  would 
keep  it  but  of  the  hands  of  non-residents. 

•Question.  2533.  While  you  disapproved  of  the  mode  of  sale,  is  it 
j'our  opinion  that  the  commissioners  adopted  the  mode  best  calculated 
to  promote  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Undoubtedly ;  there  is  no  question  about  it.  I  might 
have  done  the  same  had  I  been  appointed  commissioner  to  sell ;  but 
being  a  resident  in  that  immediate  region  I  did  not  like  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  sold.  » 

Question  2534.  The  interest  you  felt,  as  I  understand  you,  was  an 
interest  in  behalf  of  the  people  rather  than  in  behalf  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  in  opposition  to  the  pecuniary  interests  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  did  not  care  anything  about  the  government. 
I  would  rather  it  had  brought  fifty  cents  an  acre  than  what  it  did 
bring,  so  far  as  the  government  is  concerned.  I  think  the  public 
lands  should  be  held  in  trust  by  the  government  for  the  use  of  the 
people,  and  I  do  not  think  it  proper  for  the  government  to  speculate 
in  them.  The  whole  value  of  property  in  that  vicinity  was  given  to 
it  by  the  settlers  about  there,  and  they  have  paid  double  tax^s  ever 
since  they  have  been  there,  in  consequence  of  this  reserve  having 
been  exempt  from  taxation.  They  were  refused  permission  by  the 
government  to  build  a  bridge  opposite  the  fort,  and  they  had  to  travel 
at  times  eighteen  miles  to  reach  a  point  six  miles  distant. 

Question.  2535.  Were  there  any  settlers  upon  that  reserve  other 
than  Franklin  Steele? 

Answer.  There  were  other  buildings  there,  but  I  do  not  think  any 
of  them  were  occupied.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  their  being  occu- 
pied  at  that  time.  There  was  a  large  hotel  which  had  been  occupied^ 
belonging  to  a  gentleman  in  St.  Louis,  Mr.  McKenzie,  and  which  he 
had  furnished.  I  had  been  acting  as  bis  agent,  and  I  went  up  there 
to  attend  to  it.  I  found  that  the  soldiers  had  broken  in  the  windows 
and  destroyed  some  furniture  ;  I  took  steps  to  preserve  the  property* 
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Question  2543.  Do  you  know  whether  it  has  been  the  habit  of  the 
government  to  supply  those  northern  and  northwestern  forts  from 
Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  supplied  Port  Ripley  for  several  years  from  St.  Paul. 
[  received  most  of  the  supplies  at  St.  Paul,  and  sent  them  from  there 
to  Fort  Ripley  direct ;  as  to  Fort  Ridgley  I  cannot  speak.  I  have 
been  absent  from  St.  Paul  a  considerable  portion  of  the  time  since 
that  fort  was  built.  I  know  that,  last  spring,  I  saw  a  great  many 
teams  at  St.  Paul  for  supplies  for  Fort  Ridgley.  Whether  they  were 
purchased  there  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

Question  2544.  Can  you  state  thp  value  of  the  government  build- 
ings upon  that  portion  of  the  reserve  which  was  cut  off  in  1852  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  amount  expended  by  the  government  for  the 
buildings  and  what  machinery  was  in  them  would  reach  $20,000,  but 
at  the  time  of  the  sale  were  not  worth  more  than  four  or  five  thousand 
dollars ;  but  there  had  been  a  new  building  put  up,  and  several 
thousand  dollars  expended  by  other  parties,  prior  to  the  government 
relinquishing  its  title. 

ExamincUion  by  the  ckadrman. 

Question  2545.  Were  you  in  the  Territory  at  the  time  of  the  sale 
of  this  property  by  the  commissioners  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question  2546.  Did  you  have  any  interview  with  tliem  prior  to,  or 
just  subsequent  to,  the  sale? 

Answer.  I  think  I  had.  My  recollection  is  that  I  saw  but  one  of 
them  about  that  time.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  before  or  after 
the  sale,  for  I  do  not  know  the  exact  date  of  the  sale.  That  com- 
missioner was  Mr.  Heiskell. 

Question  2547.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  touching 
this  sale? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did.  I  do  not  recollect  the  conversation  dis- 
tinctly. The  amount  of  it  was  this  :  Major  Eastman  was  first  sent  up 
there  to  survey  the  reservation  out  into  40  acre  tracts,  as  I  supposed, 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendation  I  had  made.  I  notified  him 
that  he  must  not  run  the  lines  so  as  to  interfere  with  the  claim  of  Mr. 
ICcKenzie,  of  St.  Louis — a  gentleman  with  whom,  when  I  was  sutler 
In  the  army,  I  had  large  dealings,  and  from  whom  I  had  a  power  of 
attorney  to  transact  his  business.  I  told  Major  Eastman  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  Secretary  was  that  all  persons  who  were  on  the  reser- 
vation by  authority  of  law,  and  had  made  valuable  improvements, 
should  be  protected,  and  that  he  must  not  run  his  lines  so  as  to  inter- 
fere with  Mr.  McKenzie's  claim.  Soon  after  Mr.  Steele  set  up  a  claim 
which  conflicted  with  his — a  claim  to  a  building  upon  the  same  piece 
of  ground.  I  do  not  know  by  whom  the  building  was  erected.  Mr. 
Bteele  said  it  belonged  to  him,  and  he  had  something  to  say  about 
running  the  lines.  I  told  Major  Eastman,  if  he  did  make  the  survey 
so  as  to  injure  that  gentleman   I  should  report  the  facts  at  once  to 
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it  would  be  in  the  vicinity  of  from  $130,000  to  $150,000.  I  do  not 
know  that  Mr.  Steele  has  purchased  Mr.  McKenzie's  improvements. 
When  Mr.  Mcl^enzie  came  up  he  told  me  I  had  put  his  improvements 
too  low  at  $15,000;  that  the  building  and  improvents  alone  cost  a 
good  deal  more  than  that,  and  that  he  had  several  thousand  dollars 
worth  of  furniture  there. 

Question  2550.  What,  in  your  opinion,  is  a  fair  value  per  acre  of 
this  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  in  view  of  it«  adaptation  for  agricul- 
tural purposes,  as  compared  with  the  value  of  lands  in  that  region  of 
countrj'  ? 

Answer.  The  land,  with  the  exception  of  a  small  portion  where  the 
government  gardens  are,  is  fourth  or  fifth  rate  land,  and  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  it  would  not,  I  suppose,  as  a  whole,  be  worth  more 
than  $3  or  $4  per  acre.  But  for  the  fact  that  it  lies  near  those  large 
towns  it  would  not  be  worth  that.  Much  of  it  is  very  poor  for  agri- 
cultural purposes. 

Question  2551.  You  stated  that  some  years  ago  it  might  have  been 
advantageously  selected  as  a  town  site  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question  2552.  Would  not  the  bluflF  you  have  described,  100  feet 
in  height  above  the  river,  have  prevented  its  being  selected  at  any 
time  for  the  site  of  a  town,  in  view  of  the  other  locations  in  the 
neighborhood,  such  as  St.  Paul,  which  are  better  adapted  for  that 
purpose  ? 

Answer.  It  would  have  cost  a  good  many  thousand  dollars  to  have 
put  it  in  shape  for  a  city,  and  yet,  from  the  fact  of  its  situation  at  the 
fork  of  those  rivers,  public  attention  was  directed  only  to  that  point. 
They  did  not,  when  they  spoke  of  that  country,  speak  of  any  other 
point  than  that  for  the  town.  They  have  gone  to  immense  expendi- 
tures in  St.  Paul  in  the  shape  of  grading.  In  the  early  days  of  the 
settlement  of  that  region,  the  only  boats  which  ran  upon  the  Upper 
Mississippi  were  the  smallest  class.  When  the  Galena  packets  com- 
menced running  in  connexion  with  the  railroad,  they  were  unable  to 
get  above  St.  Paul  in  low  water,  and  that  very  fact  lowered  the  value 
of  the  Fort  Snelling  property  in  the  public  estimation  more  than  any- 
thing else.  In  former  times  the  boats  running  up  to  St.  Paul  were 
about  such  as  now  run  on  the  Minnesota  river,  drawing  12  or  20  inches 
of  water,  and  sometimes  went  on  up  to  Fort  Ridgely.  The  same  boats 
could  run  up  the  Mississippi  river,  past  the  fort,  to  St.  Anthony. 
During  the  last  summer,  many  of  the  stem-wheel  boats,  designed 
mostly  for  carrying  freight,  wont  up  to  St.  Anthony. 

UxamincUton  by  Mr,  Mm^riU, 

Question  2553.  Did  you  have  any  personal  interview  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  prior  to  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  did.  It  was  a  matter  I  have  laid  before  both  Secretaries 
for  the  last  four  or  five  years. 

Question  2554.  Was  your  object  to  make  sale  of  this  property  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question  2566.  Do  you  know  by  what  means  the  anthority  of  Coi* 
gress  was  inserted  into  that  appropriation  bill  by  which  that  sale  was 
authorized? 

Answer.  I  can  give  a  general  history  of  it ;  I  had,  probably,  as 
much  to  do  with  it  as  any  one  else.  Several  years  ago,  our  legisla- 
ture chartered  a  company  to  build  a  suspension  bridge  opposite  tbe 
fort.  The  bluffs  are  very  high,  and  it  is  difiScult  to  get  up  and  down. 
In  the  spring  and  fall,  when  the  ice  is  running,  they  have  to  go  18 
miles  to  cross  the  river  and  reach  a  point  only  six  miles  distant  The 
stock  for  the  bridge  was  all  taken,  the  legislature,  I  think,  sent  ob  t 
memorial,  and  I  made  application  to  Mr.  Davis,  then  Secretary  of 
War,  for  permission  for  the  bridge  to  strike  the  reserve  on  one  side, 
the  other  side  being  owned  by  citizens.  His  reply  was,  that  he  had 
no  authority  to  grant  such  permission  ;  I  think  he  mentioned  a  ewe 
then  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court,  in  relation  to  a  similar  grant,  tt 
Rock  island.  I  told  him  the  reservation  was  a  great  injury  to  the 
community  ;  that  as  long  as  it  was  kept  as  a  fort  they  would  have 
soldiers  there  ;  that  we  did  not  want  them  ;  there  was  no  earthly  use 
for  them,  and  yet,  as  long  as  they  remained  there  we  could  not  have 
the  frontier  protected.  I  also  represented,  in  relation  to  Fort  Biplev, 
^  ^  that  the  reserve  was  a  long  narrow  tract,  running  twenty  miles  on  the 

f.  ;  Mississippi,  and  about  four  miles  wide,  covering  about  half  of  one  of 

I  i  our  organized  counties.     I  told  him  it  was  very  desirable  to  have  thi» 

I  I  reserve  reduced.     I  addressed  him  a  letter  on  the  subject ;  I  under- 

^  ^  stood  him  to  concur  with  me  in  the  opinion  I  had  expressed.    In  con- 

I  versation  he  told  me  that  there  was  then  a  bill  before  the  Militanr 

I  Committee  which  would  accomplish  the  very  purpose  I  desired.    I 

^  took  occasion  to  examine  the  bill,  and  talk  with  some  gentlemen  about 

it.  I  thought  there  was  an  objection  to  it ;  I  believe  it  was  that  the 
funds  from  the  sale  of  reservations  sold  should  be  retained  by  the 
War  Department,  to  be  used  in  building  new  fortifications.  I  wa» 
favorable  to  the  bill,  and  spoke  to  my  friends  about  it,  but  I  saw  that 
it  would  not  pass.  They  had  the  money  all  ready  to  build  the  bridge 
I  have  spoken  of,  and  the  people  wanted  to  go  on  with  the  work.  I 
then  got  up  a  bill  extending  the  right  of  pre-emption  there  and  upon 
j  the  Fort  Ripley  reservation.     That  bill  was  before  the  Military  Com- 

;  mittee,  and  General  Quitman  reported  it,  I  think,  at  the  last  sessioB 

of  Congress  ;  but  it  was  too  late  in  the  day — ^too  near  the  close  of  tbe 
session  of  Congress,  and  found  it  could  not  pass.  I  then  went  to  Mr. 
Weller,  in  the  Senate,  and  spoke  to  him  on  the  subject.  I  told  Urn 
that  whatever  was  done,  I  desired  him  to  have  done  as  an  amendment 
to  an  appropriation  bill.  I  believe  his  reply  was,  that  he  had  had 
some  consultation  about  it,  that  some  papers  from  the  Committee  od 
Public  Lands,  on  the  same  subject,  had  been  referred  to  him,  and 
that  his  committee  then  had  the  subject  under  consideration.  I 
again  urged  upon  him  the  importance  of  offering  whatever  they 
agreed  on  as  an  amendment  to  an  appropriation  bill,  as  it  wooid  oome 
so  near  the  close  of  the  session,  if  placed  in  a  separate  bill,  that  there 
^  would  be  no  possibility  of  passing  it.     I  know  I  did  all  I  could  to  have 
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it  paeeed  in  the  shape  in  which  it  did  pass,  and  if  I  did  not  do  more 
it  was  because  I  was  unable  to. 

Question  2556.  Did  you  inform  Major  Eastman  that  a  combination 
would  be  formed  if  the  sale  was  made  in  a  public  manner  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  informed  him  or  not.  I  believed 
there  would  be  one,  and  very  likely  I  told  him  so  at  the  time  ;  if 
I  did  it  was  prior  to  his  being  appointed  commissioner  to  sell,  or  prior 
to  my  knowing  of  his  appointment.  I  have  never  known  a  sale  take 
place  in  the  west  that  these  combinations  were  not  formed. 

Question  2557.  If  the  sale  had  been  made  as  you  thought  it  ought  to 
have  been  made,  in  tracts  of  40  acres  each,  with  ample  time  and  no- 
tice given  to  purchasers,  do  you  think  a  combination  could  have  been 
formed  that  would  have  forced  the  price  below  that  received  by  the 
government  for  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  sale  of  which  I  have  spoken,  which  took 
place  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  was  adverfised  in  many  of  the 
principal  papers  in  the  United  States  for  six  months. 

Question  2558.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  that  was  claimed  by 
pre-emptors  ? 

Answer.  That  was  on  the  west  side,  that  part  of  the  reserve  on 
the  east  side  of  the  river  was  sold  at  public  auction. 

Question  2559.  Is  there  any  way  in  which  the  government  can  make 
Mde  of  valuable  public  lands  without  encountering  these  combinations  7 

Answer.  It  is  very  difficult,  because,  if  they  are  encountered  suc» 
cessfully,  the  people  will  always  come  to  Congress  for  relief.  Fort 
Atkinson,  where  I  was  stationed  as  sutler,  cost  more  than  $100,000. 
It  was  sold  at  public  sale  with  the  improvements.  The  improvements 
Bold,  I  think,  for  about  $3,000  or  $4,000.  The  purchaser  the  very 
next  session  came  to  Congress  for  permission  to  enter  a  half  section 
of  land  including  these  improvements,  for  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
«u?re,  and  it  was  granted. 

Question  2560.  Have  you  any  special  recusons  for  supposing  a  combi- 
nation would  have  been  formed  in  this  instance  ? 

Answer.  I  have,  and  I  think  I  so  stated  in  a  communication  to  the 
8ecYetary  of  War,  ^in  which  I  expressed  the  desire  that  the  tract 
fttuwiM  be  sold  in  lots  of  40  acres  each,  so  as  to  enable  men  of  small 
means  to  purchase.  I  expressed  the  same  opinion  openly  on  all  oc- 
casions when  spoken  to  about  it  ;  and  I  was  often  spoken  to  in  ref- 
erence to  it  by  men  who  had  gone  and  made  the  improvements  which 
had  given  it  its  value  all  around  it.  I  wished  that  these  men  should 
have  an  opportunity  to  purchase. 

Question  2561.  Then  your  object  was  to  enable  your  neighbors 
IB  that  vicinity  to  purchase  it  at  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre  ? 

Answer.  It  was  my  object  to  enable  them  to  purchase  it  at  the 
lowest  price.  I  had  recommended,  I  do  not  know  whether  in  writing 
©r  verbally,  some  time  before,  when  they  were  anxious  to  build  a 
bridge  there,  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  if  he  would  not  give  per- 
Hiismon  to  build  the  bridge,  that  ihe  reservation  should  be  sold  at 
private  sale.  It  would  then  have  gone  into  the  hands  of  citizens^ 
becattse  they  were  the  ones  who  were  anxious  to  build  the  bridge. 
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Paul  got  to  be  a  city  of  one  or  two  hundred  thousand  inhabitants,  and 
omnibuses  were  running  every  three  or  five  minutes,  he  might  sell 
oflF  the  reservation  in  five  or  ten  acre  lots,  perhaps,  to  very  good  ad- 
vantage. 

H.  M.  RICE. 

The  above  testimony  of  Hon.  H.  M.  Rice  was  duly  verified,  under 
oath,  administered  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 


TUESDAY,  March  23,  1858. 

Augustus  Schell  sworn. 
Examhvation  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  2569.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  con- 
nected Avith  that  sale. 

Question  2570.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  value  of  that  reser- 
vation ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling 
reservation. 

Question  2571.  Have  you  any  interest  in  the  purchase  of  the  Fort 
Snelling  reserve? 

Answer.  I  have  no  interest  in  that  purchase. 

Question  2572.  Have  you  ever  had  any  interest  in  it  as  a  joint  pur- 
chase ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  interest  in  it,  directly  or  indirectly. 

Question  2573.  Were  you  ever  requested  by  any  parties  interested 
in  the  matter  to  have  any  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  War  in 
regard  to  this  sale  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question  2574.  Had  you  ever  any  conversation  with  him  upon  the 
subject  of  that  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  him  upon  the  subject. 

Examination  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question  2575.  Did  any  of  the  parties  to  this  purchase  ever  oflfer 
any  part  of  it  to  you  for  sale  ? 

Answer.  Some  time  during  the  last  year  Mr.  Mather,  who  I  under- 
stood had  an  interest  in  it,  offered  me  an  interest  in  some  purchase 
he  had  made  in  Minnesota. 

Question  2576.   On  what  terms? 

Answer.  No  terms  were  specified. 

Question  2577.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  of  interest  he  offered 
you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 
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QueBtion  2594.   Could  you  fix  the  time  by  the  loan  made  to  your 
brother's  wife? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  was  between  the  fifth  and  tenth  of  August. 


THURSDAY,  March  25,  1858. 

Captain  James  H.  Simpson  sworn. 
Examination  by  Mr.  Faulkner. 

Question  2595.  Are  you  an  ofl&cer  of  the  army  ?  if  so,  what  is 
your  grade,  and  where  were  you  stationed  in  June,  1857  ? 

Answer.  I  am  captain  of  the  corps  of  topographical  engineers  of 
the  United  States  army.  I  was  on  the  coast  survey  at  that  time,  but 
was  on  a  visit  to  St.  Paul,  in  Minnesota. 

Question  2596.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  recent  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reser- 
vation ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  except  what  I  heard  at  the  time  from  general 
rumor. 

Question  2597.  Had  you  any  interview  with  either  of  the  commis- 
sioners who  were  sent  there  for  the  purpose  of  selling  that  reserva- 
tion? 

Answer.  Not  previous  to  the  sale,  for  I  was  not  up  at  the  fort  p 
but  subsequent  to  the  sale  I  saw  Major  Eastman  and  had  some  con- 
versation about  it. 

Question  2598.  What  was  it? 

Answer.  He  admitted  that  the  sale  had  taken  place,  and  he  thought 
the  government  had  received  a  fair  price  for  the  land.  I  told  him  he 
could  not  talk  in  that  way  to  me,  a  person  who  had  lived  five  years 
in  Minnesota,  and  who  therefore  knew  more  about  the  value  of  land 
there  than  he  did. 

Question  2599,  What  were  your  opportunities  of  becoming  ac- 
quainted with  the  value  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  ? 

Answer.  I  was  stationed  in  Minnesota,  and  had  charge  of  the 
government  roads,  from  May,  1851,  until  June,  1856. 

Question  2600.  Did  that  service  give  you  an  opportunity  of  be- 
coming acquainted  with  the  quality  and  advantages  of  the  reservation? 

Answer.  Well,  situated  as  I  was  at  St.  Paul,  and  being  at  Fort 
Snelling  repeatedly,  and  knowing  as  much  about  the  Territory  as  any 
other  man  in  it,  I  think  I  was  as  well  qualified  to  judge  of  the  value 
of  it  as  anybody. 

Question  2601.  Have  you  the  means  of  ascertaining  how  much  of 
that  reserve  is  fit  for  cultivation,  how  much  is  swamp,  and  how  mucL 
sandy  ?  , 

Answer.  I  never  went  over  the  land  with  a  view  particularly  to 
examine  it.  My  view  of  it  was  cursory,  in  passing  along  on  the  main 
road. 

Question  2602.  What,  in  your  opinion,  was  the  value  of  that  tract 
of  land  by  the  acre,  taking  it  as  a  whole,  in  June,  1857. 
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Answer.  No,  sir ;  and  yet  I  must  qualify  that  answer.  I  do  not 
think  that  there  would  have  been  as  great  danger  there  for  the  reason 
that  in  this  case  there  were  no  squatters  upon  the  land,  and  therefore 
I  do  not  think  the  spirit  for  forming  a  combination  would  have  been 
the  same  as  that  which  obtained  in  the  case  of  the  sale  of  the  old  re- 
serve.  On  that  account  I  think  the  land  would  have  brought  more 
than  $1  25  an  acre  ;  and  still  I  think  the  matter  might  have  been  so 
managed  as  to  have  deterred  some  parties  from  giving  its  full  value. 

Question  2610.  Were  there  squatters  on  that  portion  of  the  reserve 
which  is  called  the  Stillwater  district  ? 

Answer.  There  were  squatters  upon  it ;  what  right  they  had,  I  do 
not  know.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  they  had  no  pre-emption 
claim  whatever. 

Question  2611.  Do  you  know  whether  they  asserted  any  such  right, 
and  whether  the  land  was  not  put  up  at  public  auction  and  sold  to  the 
highest  bidder  without  reference  to  any  pre-emption  claim  at  all  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so  ;  but  at  the  same  time  there  was  such  a  combina- 
tion thatxuobody  dared  to  show  his  head  and  bid  over  them. 

Question  2612.  If  such  a  combination  could  be  formed  at  public 
auction  in  the  Stillwater  district,  why  could  not  such  a  combination 
have  been  formed  equally  as  well  at  Port  Snelling  ? 

Answer.  For  the  reason  that  there  were  no  squatters  on  the  Fort 
Snelling  reservation,  and  the  same  spirit  would  not  obtain.  Squatters 
upon  land  think  it  is  their  property,  and  that  they  have  the  right  to 
it,  and  combinations  formed  under  such  circumstances  have  a  power 
which  would  not  exist  where  there  are  not  squatters  upon  the  land 
at  all. 

Question  2613.  Are  you  able  to  say  that  there  were  any  squatters 
upon  that  portion  of  the  land  embraced  in  what  was  called  the  Still- 
water district  ? 

Answer.  There  were  claim  makers  there,  having  such  shanties  as 
are  put  up  for  that  purpose,  just  sufficient  to  bring  them  within  the 
law.     As  soon  as  the  sale  was  made  they  quit  the  pre-emption. 

Question  2614.  Have  you  ever  known  an  instance  where  lands  be- 
longing to  the  United  States,  and  sold  at  public  auction,  have  brought 
more  than  the  minimum  price  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  cognizant  of  those  things  at  all.  I  have  not 
been  thrown  in  contact  with  any  sales  of  that  kind  ;  but  I  have  been 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  a  difficult  matter  for  the  government 
to  get  a  full  price  for  its  lands  under  certain  circumstances. 

Question  2615.  Would  not  the  same  difficulties  exist  in  the  gov- 
emnmet.getting  a  good  price  under  sealed  proposals  as  at  public 
auction  ?  might  there  not  have  been  the  same  combination  among 
those  who  wished  to  purchase  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  see  how  there  could  be ;  for  those  who  were 
sincere  and  conscientious  in  doing  what  is  right  would  have  made 
their  bids  irrespective  of  others. 

Question  2616.  Could  it  not  have  been  ascertained  among  them* 
selves  that  one  person  wanted  this  piece  and  another  person  that^ 
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and  arraDgements  made  for  the  purpose  of  getting  it  at  the  lowest 
price  ? 

Answer.  Such  a  combination  would  have  defeated  the  purchase  so 
far  as  they  were  concerned,  as  the  object  of  the  combination  would 
be  to  depress  the  price,  and  others,  who  had  a  proper  view  of  the 
value  of  the  land,  would  make  their  bids  irrespective  of  any  such 
combination,  and  such  bids  being  higher,  the  other  bids  would  be 
.  „  ,,  rejected. 

;!»  j  Question  2617.  Have  you  ever  known  of  an  instance  where  that 

«l  f  mode  of  making  sale  of  public  property  haa  been  resorted  to  success- 

''^  fully? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     That  is  the  way  in  which  I  issued  proposals  for 
ftl'  !j  bids  in  regard  to  the  public  roads — sealed  bids. 

Question  2618.     Then  your  judgment  in  regard  to  that  mode  is 
.     founded  altogether  upon  the  practice  you  have  observed  in  regard  to 
the  construction  of  roads? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
II  ^i;  Question  2619.  Are  you  prepared  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the 

I  I  propriety  of  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling  in  a  military  point  of  view,  and 

'  how  far  the  government  should  have  retained  or  dispensed  \nth  it  as 

a  military  post,  either  of  defence  or  supply? 
J  Answer.  It  occurred  to  me  that  the  time  had  not  yet  come  for  the 

I'    j  sale  of  it.      There  are  very  many  valuable  public  buildings  there 

H   j  which  served  as  a  depot  for  subsistence  and  quartermaster's  stores, 

K  ■[  and  also  for  officers'  quarters,  which  made  it  convenient  for  the  ex- 

fj    '  tension  of  posts  up  the  Minnesota,  as  also  up  the  Upper  Mississippi. 

r  Question  2620.  Do  you  know  what  would  be  the  annual  cost  to  tiie 

government  of  keeping  up  Fort  Snelling  as  a  military  post  of  supply 
or  defence? 
;  Answer.  I  do  not;  but  under  the  circumstances,  it  occurred  to  me 

that  it  was  the  most  independent,  safe  and  efficient  mode  of  acting  to 
have  retained  the  place  as  a  military  depot. 
i  Question  2621.  Do  you  know  whether  it  has  been  the  practice  of 

the  government  to  use  Fort  Snelling  as  a  point  of  supply  for  Fort 
Ridgely  and  Fort  Ripley? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  has  always  been  used  as  such. 
Question  2622.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  fact? 
Answer.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge,  but  I  have  never  had  any 
reason  to  believe  to  the  contrary.     I  am  not  an  officer  of  the  post, 
but  I  should  think  supplies  would  be  sent  there  in  steamers  from  below 
and  then  forwarded  to  the  proper  points. 

Question  2623.  Would  it  not  be  more  economical  to  send  suppUes 
direct  from  St.  Louis  to  Fort  Ridgely? 

Answer.  As  a  general  thing,  the  class  of  steamers  that  would  come 
from  St.  Louis  to  Fort  Snelling  would  not  be  able  to  run  up  the  Min- 
nesota river  to  Fort  Ridgely. 

Question  2624.  Are  there  not  seasons  of  the  year  when  small  steamers 
run  up  the  Minnesota  river  as  far  as  Fort  Ridgely? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question  2625.  Is  it  necessary  to  send  supplies  to  these  points 
more  than  once  a  year? 

Answer.  That  depends  upon  circumstances.  The  government 
sometimes  sends  supplies  at  one  time  enough  to  last  for  a  year  ;  but 
there  are  sudden  emergencies  calling  for  troops,  when  additional 
supplies  must  be  furnished.  There  may  be  outbreaks  of  the  Indians, 
•when  troops  are  ordered  forward  and  supplies  must  be  furnished, 
whether  by  steamer  or  land  transportation. 


Interrogatories  in  tariting  propounded  to  the  Son,  Stephen  A.  Dotighs. 

1.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling? 

2.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  tract  of  land  embraced  in  that  res- 
ervation, with  the  character  and  quality  of  the  soil,  with  its  agricul- 
tural, manufacturing,  or  commercial  advantages  ;  if  so,  state  what, 
in  your  opinion,  would  be  a  fair  price  for  the  same,  per  acre  or  in 
groes? 

3.  What,  in  your  opinion,  would  be  a  fair  price  for  that  land  for 
agricultural  purposes  only  ? 

4.  Has  it  any  advantages  as  a  site  for  a  town  or  city,  and  what  are 
the  inducements  for  its  purchase  in  that  view  ? 

5.  The  Secretary  of  War  having  fixed  the  minimum  price  of  that 
land  at  $T  50  per  acre,  and  authorized  the  commissioners  to  make 
sale  of  it,  at  a  price  not  less  than  $7  50  per  acre,  either  at  public  or 
private  sale,  as  the  interests  of  the  government  may  be  best  pro- 
moted, is  it  your  opinion,  in  view  of  the  actual  results  of  former  sales, 
by  the  government  agents,  in  view  of  possible  or  probable  combina- 
tions amongst  purchasers  to  reduce  the  price,  and  in  view  of  the 
varied  character  of  the  soil  and  advantages  of  the  tract,  that  the  com- 
missioners exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  making  sale  of  the  entire 
tract  at  $90,000,  (the  tract  being  about  eight  thousand  acres  in  quan- 
tity,) or  would  they  have  advanced  the  pecuniary  interests  of  the 
government  by  making  sale  of  it  in  small  parcels  and  subdivisions,  at 
■public  auction? 

6.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  military  or  Indian  reservation, 
belonging  to  the  government,  which  has  ever  sold  for  as  high  a  price 
as  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  or  a  price  so  near  to  its  real  intrin- 
sic value  ;  in  this  connexion,  please  name  any  such  sales  and  the 
prices  which  they  respectively  brought  ? 

7.  The  law  of  Congress  having  authorized  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
make  sale  of  all  military  sites  not  required  for  the  uses  of  the  gov- 
ernment, what  is  your  opinion  of  the  exercise  of  that  authority  in  the 
case  of  the  Fort  Snelling  reservation  ;  should  it  still  have  been  re- 
tained for  the  purposes  for  which  it  had  originally  been  set  apart, 
or  was  it  a  proper  exercise  of  discretion  to  dispose  of  it ;  and  if,  in 
your  opinion,  no  longer  necessary  to  the  government  for  military  pur- 
poses, would  it  have  been  better  to  have  advertised  the  property  and 
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offered  it  in  small  parcels,  at  public  sale,  or  for  the '  reception  of  bids 
in  writing? 

8.  Do  you  know  how  the  clause  in  the  appropriation  bill,  authori- 
zing the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  came  to  be  incorporated  in  the  act? 

9.  What  opportunities  of  personal  knowledge  have  you  had  of  the 
reservation,  its  use  and  value  for  military  purposes,  its  value  with 
reference  to  surrounding  lands,  and,  especially,  its  value  as  a  town 
site  ? 

Answer  of  the  Hoiu  Stephen  A.  Douglas^  submitted  in  vrriting^  to  th 
foregoing  interrogcUories. 

February  23,  1858. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  note  propounding  certain  inquiries  on  behalf 
of  the  special  committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  recent  sale  of 
the  military  reservation  of  Port  Snelling,  I  submit  the  following  an- 
swers : 

In  reply  to  question  first,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  facts  and 
circumstances  connected  with  the  recent  sale  of  the  military  reserva- 
tion at  Fort  Snelling,  except  from  newspapers  and  rumors  subsequent 
ta  the  sale.  I  did  not  know  that  the  War  Department  had  abandoned, 
or  intended  to  abandon,  the  use  of  the  fort  and  reservation  for  mili- 
tary purposes ;  had  never  heard  that  the  sale  was  to  take  place,  and 
was  surprised  when  I  heard  that  it  had  been  sold,  and  did  not  believe 
the  report  at  first,  for  I  was  not  aware  that  there  was  any  law  au- 
thorizing or  permitting  the  sale. 

In  reply  to  the  second  question,  I  can  state  that  I  had  never  seen 
the  military  reservation  but  once,  and  that  was  in  the  summer  of 
1847,  being  ten  years  before  the  sale,  and  prior  to  the  organization 
of  the  Territory  of  Minnesota,  when  I  visited  Fort  Snelling  and  the 
surrounding  country  with  a  pleasure  party,  but  paid  no  particular 
attention  and  formed  no  definite  opinion  about  the  value  of  the  reser- 
vation. Last  .sununer,  about  a  month  after  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling, 
I  again  visited  that  country  for  the  first  time  in  ten  years.  In  making 
excursions  into  the  country  from  St.  Paul,  I  crossed  the  reservation 
twice  from  St.  Anthony  and  Minneapolis,  via  Minnehaha,  (or  Little 
Falls, )  to  Fort  Snelling,  and  crossing  the  river  at  that  point,  returned 
to  St.  Paul. 

In  these  trips,  following  each  time  on  the  same  track,  and  seeing 
but  a  small  portion  of  the  reservation,  I  could  not  form  any  definite 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  value  of  the  property,  or  of  its  agricultural, 
manufacturing  and  commercial  advcmtages.  That  portion  of  the  tract 
over  which  I  passed  was  beautifully  situated,  but  I  was  not  favorably 
impressed  with  the  quality  of  the  soil. 

Not  knowing  the  selling  price  of  the  surrounding  lands  similarly 
situated,  and  having  no  reasons  for  making  inquiries  on  the  subject, 
I  am  unable  to  fix  a  price  per  acre,  and  in  regard  to  the  gross  amount 
for  which  the  property  ought  to  have  sold,  I  can  only  say  that  the 
opinions  which  I  heard  expressed  by  others  difiered  so  widely  that  I 
placed  very  httle  reliance  upon  them.     My  impression  then  was,  and 
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now  IS,  that  public  opinion  attached  a  far  greater  value  to  the  property 
than  it  was  really  worth. 

In  reply  to  the  third  question,  I  must  say  that  my  opinion  is  of  very 
little  value  in  respect  to  what  would  be  a  fair  price  for  the  land  for 
agricultural  purposes,  for  the  reason  that  I  did  not  see  but  a  small 
portion  of  the  reservation,  and  did  not  know  the  selling  price  of  the 
surrounding  agricultural  lands  ;  but  if  I  were  to  hazard  an  opinion^ 
I  should  say  that  I  would  not  deem  those  lands  worth  more  than  ten 
dollars  per  acre  for  agricultural  purposes,  and  doubt  whether  I  would 
have  deemed  them  desirable  for  that  purpose  at  that  price. 

In  reply  to  the  fourth  question,  the  site  of  the  fort  and  the  lands 
around  it,  and  running  up  the  Mississippi  towards  Minnehaha,  was 
beautifully  situated  for  a  town,  and  would  have  been  of  immense 
value  for  that  purpose  had  it  been  laid  out  and  sold  in  town  lots  some 
j^ears  ago,  before  the  cities  of  St.  Paul,  St.  Anthony,  and  Minneapolis 
had  become  permanently  established  as  manufacturing  and  commer- 
cial cities.  But  I  think  it  is  now  too  late  to  start  a  new  town  so  near 
to  those,  with  the  hope  of  fairly  competing  with  them.  The  reserva- 
tion is  too  near  those  other  towns  to  become  their  rival,  and  too  far 
ofiF  to  be  laid  out  as  an  addition  to  either  of  them.  The  Falls  of  Min- 
nehaha are  a  charming  resort  as  a  watering  place,  and  may  become 
valuable  on  that  account.  Indeed,  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  lands  im- 
mediately around  those  falls  would  now  command  several  hundred 
dollars  per  acre  ;  but  this  consideration  would  extend  to  but  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  reservation. 

In  reply  to  the  fifth  question,  I  must  say  that  it  is  not  my  opinion 
that  the  commissioners  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  accepting 
$90, 000  in  gross  for  the  whole  reservation  instead  of  subdividing  it  into- 
small  parcels  and  selling  each  separately.  It  is  possible  and  perhaps 
probable  that  if  a  uniform  minimum  of  $7  50  had  been  fixed,  and 
then  the  whole  sold  at  public  auction,  combinations  might  have  been 
formed  so  as  to  have  prevented  all  competition  ;  but  I  am  equally 
well  satisfied  that  if  sealed  proposals  had  been  required  on  each  forty 
acre  tract  separately,  or  if  the  minimum  price  had  been  set  on  eacn 
forty  acre  tract  according  to  its  estimated  value  and  then  set  up  at 
public  auction,  the  whole  reservation  would  have  brought  a  much 
higher  sum  than  it  sold  for.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  ex- 
pressing any  opinion  that  the  tract  is  worth  so  much  more  than  it 
sold  for.  I  believe  the  value  of  it  has  been  greatly  over-estimated. 
I  would  not  deem  it  a  very  great  speculation  at  $90,000  for  the  whole- 
reservation,  for  I  believe  that  a  sagacious  man  could  do  quite  as  well 
with  his  money  by  making  other  purchases  of  private  individuals. 
But  while  this  was  and  is  my  opinion,  it  is  certain  that  other  persona 
attached  a  much  higher  value  to  it,  and  would  probably  have  been 
glad  of  the  opportunity  of  buying  at  a  much  higher  price.  But  I  do 
not  deem  it  of  so  much  importance  whether  the  government  should 
have  received  more  or  less  for  the  land  as  it  was  that  there  should  be 
no  doubt  of  the  entire  disinterestedness  and  impartiality  of  the  agents 
and  the  fairness  of  the  sale  :  and  for  this  reason  particularly  I  re- 
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garded  the  sale  as  unfortunate,  even  if  the  purchaser  paid  all  that  it 
was  worth,  and  as  much  as  others  would  have  given. 

In  reply  to  the  sixth  question,  I  will  state  that  I  have  no  personal 
knowledge  of  the  sale  of  any  military  or  Indian  reservation,  never 
having  been  present  at  any  such  sale  or  had  any  occasion  to  exunine 
into  the  circumstances  of  such  sale  or  the  prices  for  which  the  lands 
were  sold. 

In  reply  to  the  seventh  question,  I  will  state  that,  with  great  def- 
erence for  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  I  was  surprised  when 
I  heard  of  the  sale  of  Fort  Snelling,  for  the  reason  that  I  did  not 
think  it  ought  to  have  been  abandoned  and  sold.  My  opinion  was, 
and  now  is,*  that  the  government  ought  to  have  retained  the  fort  and 
.  j  fifty  or  one  hundred  acres  of  land,  at  least,  around  it,  for  a  depot  for 

arms,  munitions,  provisions  and  all  kinds  of  supplies,  to  be  forwarded 
up  the  Minnesota  river  to  Port  Ridgely  or  up  the  Mississippi  to  Fort 
I  I  Ripley,  or  to  the  Red  river  of  the  North,  or  wherever  else  the  gov- 

ernment might  keep  troops  on  the  frontier  beyond  Fort  Snelling.  1 
thought  Fort  Snelling  as  important  and  even  more  important  to  be 
retained  than  JeflFerson  barracks  or  Fort  Leavenworth.     I  supposed 

!|l  that  it  was  more  convenient  to  receive  and  forward  supplies  to  the 

jl  posts  beyond  than  St.  Paul,  being  six  miles  further  up  and  on  the 

I  west  side  of  the  river,  and  having  ample  and  convenient  storehouses 

I  I  and  powder  magazines,   and  all  the  necessary  conveniences  for  re- 

ceiving and  forwarding  supplies.  But  while  this  was  and  is  my 
opinion  on  the  subject,  as  it  is  a  military  question,  I  was  not  disposed 
to  criticise  the  action  of  those  whose  business  it  was  to  decide  the 
question,  and  who  have  decided  it  as  they  believe  for  the  good  of  the 
service. 

In  reply  to  the  eighth  question,  I  will  state  that  I  do  not  know  how 
the  clause  in  the  appropriation  bill  authorizing  the  sale  of  Fort 
Snelling  came  to  be  incorporated  into  the  act.  I  have  no  knowledge 
on  the  subject  except  what  I  have  heard  and  seen  in  the  newspapers 
since  the  sale.  I  presume  I  was  not  in  the  Senate  when  it  was  done, 
as  I  have  no  recollection  upon  the  subject,  and  did  not  know  that  any 
fiuch  law  had  passed  until  after  the  sale,  and  then  expressed  my  belief 
that  the  report  of  the  sale  was  unfounded,  for  the  reason  that  there  was 
no  law,  so  far  as  I  knew,  authorizing  the  sale.  I  presume  that  the  clanse 
must  have  been  inserted  in  the  appropriation  bill  in  my  absence,  as  I  was 
engaged  on  several  committees  of  conference  near  the  close  of  that 
session,  which  kept  me  away  from  the  hall  when  many  of  the  appro- 
priations were  considered  and  most  of  the  amendments  adopted. 

In  reply  to  the  ninth  question,  I  can  only  say  that  I  have  had  no 
other  opportunities  of  personal  knowledge  of  the  reservation  and  iU 
use  and  value  for  any  of  the  purposes  named  than  those  which  I  have 
stated,  and  those  opportunities  being  so  limited  impart  verj^  little  or 
no  value  to  the  opinions  which  I  have  expressed  with  so  much  diffi- 
•dence,  and  which  I  would  have  withheld  as  being  of  no  value  in  de- 
ciding the  question  of  the  propriety  of  the  sale,  if  I  coidd  have  done 

■i1 
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80  without  seeming  to  be  disrespectful  to  a  committee  for  whose 
members  I  have  entire  respect. 

S.  A.  DOUGLAS. 
Hon.  Charles  J.  Faulkner, 

Chairman  Committee. 


Answers  of  the  Hon.  Charles  E.  Stuart,  to  interrogatories  in  writing^  the 
same  as  those  propounded  to  the  Hon.  8.  A.  Douglas. 

To  the  first  interrogatory,  I  answer  that  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
the  facts  and  circumstances  connected  \vith  the  recent  sale  of  the  mil- 
itary reservation  at  Fort  Snelling,  except  such  as  were  made  public 
by  the  commissioners,  subsequent  to  the  sale. 

To  the  second  interrogatory,  I  answer  that  the  only  personal 
knowledge  I  have  of  the  property  is  such  as  I  derived  in  passing 
over  that  part  of  it  which  adjoins  the  Mississippi  river,  while  travel- 
ling from  St.  Paul  to  St.  Anthony.  This  knowledge  is  not  such  a«  to 
authorize  me  to  give  an  opinion  of  its  value  as  a  whole  tract,  for  any 
purpose. 

And  this  answer  is,  I  think,  a  substantial  respense  to  the  third 
interrogator3% 

To  the  fourth  interrogatory,  I  answer  that  it  has,  in  my  opinion, 
some  advantages  as  a  town  site.  But  the  extent  of  those  is  a  ques- 
tion so  speculative  in  its  character,  resting,  as  it  does,  on  the  future 
improvement  of  the  river  navigation,  and  construction  of  railroads, 
that  I  do  not  feel  authorized  to  give  the  committee  a  more  definite 
response. 

To  the  fifth  interrogatory,  I  answer  that  in  view  of  the  instruc- 
tions therein  stated,  and  the  circumstances  and  contingencies  therein 
alluded  to,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  commissioners  did  exercise  a 
wise  discretion  in  making  sale  of  the  entire  tract  at  the  sum  of 
$90,000.  They  might  possibly  have  realized  more  by  a  public  sale, 
in  small  parcels,  but  such  were  not  the  probabilities  at  the  time  of 
the  sale,  nor  would  such  have  been  the  result,  in  my  opinion. 

To  the  sixth  interrogatory,  I  answer  that,  as  before  stated,  my  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  this  property  is  somewhat  limited  ;  nor  am  I  cer- 
tain that  I  have  a  knowledge  of  all  the  sales  of  Indian  and  military 
reservations  which  have  been  made  by  the  United  States.  Having 
been,  however,  for  some  time  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  of  the  Senate,  a  very  considerable  number  of  such  sales  have 
attracted  my  attention. 

From  that  knowledge,  and  from  the  description  of  the  Fort  Snel- 
ling tract,  as  given  me  by  those  acquainted  with  the  whole,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  this  sale  was,  comparatively,  a  better  one  for  the  United 
States  than  any  other  I  now  think  of. 

Without  the  opportunity  to  recur  to  the  reports,  I  will  mention  the 
sales  in  Kansas;  I  think  they  all  justify  this  opinion*  But  Leaven- 
worth city  is  especially  referred  to.     That  was  sold,  after  a  very  full 
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examination  of  the  case  by  President  Pierce  and  his  cabinet,  (as  the 
commissioner  informed  me  at  the  time,)  for  about  $30,000,  more  or 
less.  So,  also,  I  may  mention  that  part  of  Port  Snelling  reserve,  in- 
cluding Minneapolis,  released  and  sold  some  two  years  previously,  aud 
including  also  some  of  the  most  valuable  lands  on  it,  for  agricultural 
purposes.  Much  the  larger  part  of  that,  not  held  by  pre-emption, 
was  sold  at  public  sale,  at  $1  25  per  acre. 

To  the  seventh  interrogatory,  I  answer  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
reservation  was  not  then,  and  will  not  be,  needed  for  military  pur- 
I  j  poses,  and  consequently  that  it  was  a  proper  exercise  of  authority 

by  the  Secretary  of  War,  under  the  law,  to  dispose  of  it.  The  other 
|i ' :  branch  of  this  interrogatory  rests  much  in  opinion,  but  I  think  it  sub- 

*  I  stantially  answered  in  my  reply  to  the  fifth. 

To  the  eighth  interrogatory,  I  answer  that  the  clause  in  the  ap- 
propriation bill  authorizing  the  sale  was  introduced  (I  speak  from 
recollection)  by  Colonel  Weller,  then  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  of  the  Senate.  Such,  however,  was  the  behef  in 
the  necessity  of  disposing  of  several  of  these  reservations,  that  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  had  instructed  me  to  offer  a  similar 
amendment,  if  none  should  be  offered  by  the  Military  Committee. 

To  the  ninth  and  last  interrogatory,  I  answer  that  my  personal 
knowledge  being  only  that  described  in  my  reply  to  the  second  inter- 
rogatory, I  am  not  able  to  add  anything  of  value  in  replying  to  this 
interrogatory  which  I  have  not  stated  in  my  answers  idready  given. 

CHAS.  E.  STUART. 

!'i 
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A. 

Letter  cf  Secretary  of  War. 

Wab  Department, 
WashingUmj  Janxiary  16,  1858. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  copies  of  all  letters, 
instructions,  and  other  papers  relating  to  the  recent  sale  of  the 
military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling,  in  compliance  with  a  resolution 
of  the  special  committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  facts  in  the  case 
transmitted  in  yours  of  the  9th  instant. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  H.  C.  Burnett, 

Special  committee,  Souse  of  Bepreaentatives^ 


Commission  of  Major  Eastman. 

War  Department, 
Washington,  May  26,  1857. 

Sir  :  You  are  hereby  appointed  agent  of  this  department,  and 
associated  with  William  King  Heiskell,  esq.,  to  execute  the  accom- 
panying instructions  of  this  date  with  regard  to  disposing  of  the  lands 
reserved  for  military  purposes  at  Fort  Snelling. 

You  will  be  paid  your  necessary  travelling  expenses  while  in  the 
performance  of  the  aforesaid  duty. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 


Major  Seth  Eastman,  United  States  Army. 


Secretary  of  War. 


Commission  cf  Mr.  Heiskell. 


War  Department, 
Washington,  May  25,  1857. 

Sir  :  You  9xq  hereby  appointed  the  agent  of  this  department,  and 
will  be  associated  with  Major  Seth  Eastman,  United  States  army,  to 


APPENDIX.  39^ 

trol  of  said  congregatipn,  with  the  understanding  that  it  is  not  to  be 
used  or  disposed  of  for  any  other  purposes. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 


Major  Seth  Eastman,  U,  8.  A., 
WiLUAM  King  Heiskell,  Esq., 

TFaahington. 


Seordary  of  War. 


Beport  cf  Commissioners. 


Fort  Snellino,  Min.  Ter., 

June  10,  1857. 

Sir:  Agreeable  to  your  instructions  of  25th  May  last,  we  have 
visited  and  carefully  examined  the  military  reservation  at  this  place, 
and  the  improvements  thereon,  made  by  the  United  States  and  by 
citizens.  We  find  that  those  made  by  the  government  were  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  and  mostly  of  such  a  nature  as  to  render  them  almost 
valueless  for  any  other.  The  fort  and  outbuildings  upon  the  reserve 
were  erected  many  years  ago ;  and,  owing  to  its  then  isolated  condi- 
tion they  could  not  have  been  built  with  any  great  degree  of  perma- 
nency, which,  with  the  great  lapse  of  time  since  their  erection,  lefe^ves 
them  now  in  a  dilapidated  condition,  we  are  confident  that  all  of  the 
improvements  could  not  be  sold  for  more  than  $20,000;  and  am  of  the 
opinion  that  were  they  to  be  sold  by  themselves,  that  they  would  not 
bring  more  than  half  that  sum.  As  an  evidence  of  this,  we  respect- 
fully refer  to  the  sale  of  Fort  Atkinson,  which  sold  some  three  years 
ago,  at  public  sale,  for  less  than  $4,000;  would  also  refer  to  the  im- 
provements at  the  late  Winnebago  agency,  which  sold,  two  years 
ago,  for  about  $7,000,  and  this,  too,  with  a  guarantee  that  the  pur- 
chaser should  have  the  right  to  enter  the  land  at  $1  25  per  acre ;  these 
improvements  cost  the  Indian  Department  over  $100,000,  and  were 
all  made  since  1848  ;  and  the  military  reserve  at  Fort  Winnebago  was 
sold  lately  at  $2  50  per  acre,  whilst  the  land  owners  were  asking  and 
selling  their  land,  in  the  neighborhood,  at  $50  or  upwards  per  acre. 
We  find  upon  the  reservation  extensive  improvements  made  by  citi- 
zens, the  cost  of  which  cannot  be  less  than  $30,000;  they  date  back 
some  twenty  years.  And  we  also  find  that  they  are  aU  owned  and  in 
possession  of  the  post  sutler,  Franklin  Steele,  esq.  Many  of  the 
improvements  were  made  by  himself,  with  the  knowledge  and  con- 
sent of  the  officer  in  command  at  the  time.  He  has  a  large  and  ele- 
gant dwelling,  with  houses  corresponding.  The  fort  is  so  situated  at 
the  junction  of  the  Mississippi  and  Minnesota  rivers,  that  a  ferry  for 
the  accommodation  of  the  fort,  across  each  river,  has  been  indispen- 
sable. And  we  find  that  Mr.  Steele  was  authorized  to  establish  and 
maintain  said  ferries,  which  he  did ;  and  has,  for  years,  transported 
officers  and  men  and  munitions  of  war  across,  day  and  night,  free  of 
charge  to  the  government.     He  has  built  ferry  houses,  put  on  and 
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government  unless  we  sold  at  private  sale,  and  after  a  careful  exami- 
nation of  the  property,  we  estimated  its  value  at  $90, 000,  which  is 
more  than  twelve  dollars  per  acre,  and  five  dollars  more  per  acre  than 
the  minimum  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  question  then  arose  as  to  the  improvements  made  by  Mr.  Steele* 
We  could  not  admit  that  he  was  such  a  settler  as  would  come  under 
your  instructions,  for  he  admitted  that  he  had  never  been  induced  to 
believe  the  pre-emption  right  would  be  extended  to  him  ;  but  we 
could  not  conceal  the  fact  that  he  had  expended  in  improvements  a 
large  amount  of  money,  and  that  to  give  another  the  right  to  purchase 
the  reservation  would  effectually  compel  him  to  lose  all  he  had  ex* 
pended  ;  we  therefore  came  to  the  conclusion  that  justice  required  us 
to  give  Mr.  Steele  the  refusal  at  the  price  we  had  agreed  upon.  We 
accordingly  made  him  the  offer.  He  proposed  to  give  seventy -five 
thousand  dollars,  ($75,000.)  We  informed  him  that  we  should  not 
dispose  of  it  for  a  less  sum  than  we  had  estimated  it  at,  viz  :  $90,000, 
at  which  price  he  accepted  it,  and  we  closed  a  contract  for  the  same, 
a  copy  of  which  we  herewith  transmit  for  your  action  thereon. 

We  have  further  to  report,  that  we  examined  Fort  Snelling,  with 
reference  to  its  being  retained  as  a  military  depot,  and  became  satisfied 
that  the  time  has  passed  for  it  to  be  useful  as  a  military  depot  or  fort. 
It  is  so  far  from  the  frontier  that  it  is  utterly  useless  for  a  fort,  and  to 
keep  it  for  a  depot  would  subject  the  United  States  to  a  heavy  annual 
expense,  and  the  government  can  have  their  stores  forwarded,  if 
necessary,  through  a  commission  merchant  cheaper  than  by  keeping 
this  point  as  a  depot.  There  is  but  one  other  military  post  in  Min- 
nesota Territory,  which  is  situated  on  Minnesota  river,  above  Port 
Snelling,  and  steamboats  run  up  to  that  post,  and,  therefore,  it  does 
not  appear  necessary  for  a  reshipment  at  Fort  Snelling. 

We  have,  as  instructed,  reserved  from  the  sale,  as  will  be  seen  from 
the  contract,  twenty  acres,  upon  which  the  Catholics  have  built  a 
church  and  have  a  burial  ground,  and  have  reserved  for  the  Pro- 
testants, for  a  burial  ground,  ten  acres.  No  mention  was  made  of 
this  in  our  instructions,  but  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  your  at- 
tention had  not  been  called  to  the  circumstances.  We  would  respect- 
fully recommend  that  both  of  these  reservations  be  conveyed  to  their 
respective  denominations  at  one  dollar  apd  twenty-five  cents  per  acre. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

SETH  EASTMAN, 

Maj(yr  JJ,  S.  A.  Agent. 
WM.  KING  HEISKELL, 
Agent,  dc. 

The  Hon.  Secretary  of  War. 

War  Department,  Jtdy  2,  1857. 

Submitted  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  on  the  17th  of 
June,  1857. 

Approved : 

J.  B.  FLOYD, 
Secretary  of  War. 
H.  Rep.  Com.  351 26 
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Contract  of  sale  of  Fort  Sndling. 

Articles  of  agreement  made  and  entered  into  this  6th  day  of  June, 
1857,  by  and  between  Seth  Eastman,  major  United  States  army,  and 
Wm.  King  Heiskell,  agents  of  the  United  States  government,  of  the 
first  part,  and  Franklin  Steele,  of  Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota  Territory, 
of  the  second  part,  to  wit :  The  party  of  the  first  part, have  this  day 
8old  to  the  party  of  the  second  part  all  that  tract  or  reserve  of  land 
known  as  the  military  reservation  of  Fort  Snelling,  with  the  improve- 
ments thereon,  excepting  and  reserving  twenty  (20)  acres  described 
as  follows,  to  wit :  commencing  at  the  southeast  comer  of  fraction 
No.  (1)  one,  in  section  No.  (28)  twenty-eight,  in  township  (28)  twenty- 
eight,  in  range  (23)  twenty-three,   running  north  forty  (40)  roda, 
thence  west  (80)  eighty  rods,  thence  south  (40)  forty  rods,  thence 
east  (80)  eighty  rods,  to  the  place  of  beginning,  the  same  being  re- 
served for  a  Catholic   church  and  burial  ground,  where  the  church 
and  burial  ground  now  is  ;  also,  excepting  and  reserving  the  north- 
west quarter  of  section  (20)  twenty,  in  to^vnship  (28)  twenty-eight, 
in  range  (23)  twenty-three,  containing  ten  acres,  the  same  being  re- 
served for  a  Protestant  grave-yard.     For  and  in  consideration  of  the 
above,  the  party  of  the  second  part  screes,  and  hereby  binds  him- 
self,  heirs,   executors,   administrators,   Ac,   to   pay  to   the  United 
States  government,  or  authorized  agent  or  agents,  the  sum  of  ninety 
thousand  dollars— one  third  of  said  simi  payable  on  the  10th  day  of 
'  July  next,  and  the  residue  in  two  equal  annual  payments  thereafter. 

;  The  said  tract  of  land,  or  reservation,  contains  about  seven  thousand 

I  acres.     Possession  of  the  said  lands  and  improvements  to  be  given  as 

soon  as  the  Secretary  of  War  can  dispense  with  it  for  military  pur- 
I  poses,  and  a  deed  given  when  the  first  pajTnent  aforesaid  is  made, 

^  and  satisfactory  security  for  the  deferred  payments  given,  and  ap- 

proved by  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  agents  appointed  for  that  pnr-* 
pose. 

As  witness  our  hands  and  seals  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

SETH  EASTMAN,  [seal] 

Major  U.  8.  A.,  ogenL 
#  WM.  KING  HEISKELL,  [sbal] 

Agent,  dc 
FRANKLIN  STEELE.       [seal] 


Letter  of  W.  K.  HeiskdL 


Washington  Crrr,  D.  C,  June  17,  185T. 

'  Sir  :  I  had  the  honor  to  hand  you  our  report  this  morning  and  con- 

i  tract  for  the  sale  of  the  Fort  Snelling  property,  and  was  sorry  that 

.  1  *h©  press  of  business  upon  you  prevented  my  being  able  to  converse 

'^ith  you  upon  the  subject  and  give  you  some  information  not  con- 
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tained  in  our  report.  Major  Eastman  had  been  on  the  ground  for 
some  time,  and  was  fully  aware  of  all  the  movements  going  on,  and 
the  combinations  being  formed  to  get  the  property  for  at  least  one 
fifth  of  the  price  at  which  we  sold  it,  if  the  sale  was  made  in  small 
lots,  and  at  about  one  half  of  what  it  brought  if  sold  at  public  auc- 
tion altogether.  I  found,  in  mixing  with  the  people,  (to  whom  I  was 
entirely  unknown,)  that  the  subject  of  the  sale  was  discussed  at  the 
dinner  table,  and  on  the  streets,  and  the  plan  of  operations  appeared 
to  be  settled,  that  the  lots  should  bring  from  $1  25  to  $2  60  per 
acre,  not  to  exceed  $2  50  ;  and  if  all  the  property  should  be  oflFered 
together,  they  stated  the  price  should  not  exceed  fifty  thousand  dol- 
lars. As  we  were  limited  in  the  price  to  seven  dollars  and  fifty  cents 
per  acre,  the  combination  that  had  been  formed  would  have  prevented 
any  sale  whatever.  We  consider  this  the  best  sale  that  has  ever 
been  made  of  public  lands,  as  may  be  seen  from  the  records. 

There  is  one  fact  to  which  I  would  call  your  attention,  and  that  is, 
the  great  prejudice  existing  in  the  public  mind  against  the  sale  of 
any  land  belonging  to  the  United  States  at  more  than  $1  25  per  acre  ; 
where  such  land  is  located,  even  the  best  and  most  respectable  per- 
sons will  unite  to  prevent  the  sale  at  over  $1  25  per  acre.  The  party 
to  whom  we  sold  the  property,  after  the  closest  investigation,  we  find 
to  be  responsible  in  every  respect,  and  can  and  will  give  the  govern- 
ment any  security  required.  Had  we  sold  to  any  one  else,  justice 
would  require  that  this  party  should  receive  from  the  government 
from  twenty -five  thousand  to  thirty  thousand  dollars  for  the  improve - 
mients  which  he  owned  upon  the  property,  and  which  had  been 
placed  there  for  the  accommodation  of  the  government  officers. 

The  parties  forming  the  combination,  being  disappointed  in  their 
scheme,  will,  in  all  probability,  make  complaint  of  the  sale  ;  but  it 
will  be  only  the  complaint  of  the  disappointed  in  obtaining  the 
property  for  much  less  than  its  value. 

It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  state  to  you  that  I  looked  alone  to  the 
interest  of  the  government  in  this  matter. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  KING  HEISKELL. 

Hon.  John  B.  Flotd, 

Secretary  of  War. 


B. 

Letter  of  Secretary  of  War. 

Wab  Department, 
Washingtorif  January  22,  1858. 

Sib;  I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  enclose  a  copy  of  the  map  of 
the  Fort  Snelling  reservation,  and  also  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed 
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have  opened  up  and  made  valuable  what  was  then  a  wilderness,  their 
labors  will  be  but  poorly  recompensed.  The  first  among  this  class 
are  the  old  traders  of  ihe  northwest,  the  missionaries,  the  sutlers, 
and  those  who,  by  the  permission  of  the  department,  established 
ferries,  opened  fields,  Ac,  for  the  convenience  of  the  troops. 

At  Port  Snelling  a  part  of  the  reserve  extends  over  a  grave  yard, 
including  a  Catholic  church,  a  map  of  which  is  on  file  in  your  depart- 
ment. This  case  is  one  which  particularly  merits  the  attention  of 
the  War  Department ;  the  congregation  claim  only  twenty -five  acres 
of  the  reserve  to  enable  them  to  cover  their  improvements,  most  of 
them  being  outside. 

The  whole  number  of  persons  entitled  to  consideration  as  settlers 
on  these  reservations  will  not,  I  think,  exceed  ten.  I  hope  that  early 
action  may  be  taken  in  these  matters,  as  large  bodies  of  unsettled 
lands,  over  which  our  citizens  cannot  exercise  control,  make  roads, 
build  bridges  or  school  houses,  are  of  great  annoyance.  The  Port 
Ripley  reservation  embraces  nearly  a  half  of  one  of  our  counties,  and 
on  the  Mississippi  river  extends  over  twenty-five  miles,  thus  eflfec- 
tually  locking  up  that  stream  from  the  people  of  the  county.  I  will 
here  state  that  land  adjoining  this  reserve  can  yet  be  had  for  ono 
dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre. 

With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

HENRY  M.  RICE. 


Endorsement  of  Quartermaster  Oeneral. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  endorsement  of  the  Quartermaster 
General  on  the  foregoing  letter  : 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  In  regard  to  the 
reduction  of  the  reserve  and  the  sale  of  any  part  of  the  site  of  Port 
Snelling,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  propriety  of  either  will 
depend  upon  the  military  policy  adopted  by  the  administration. 

If  the  troops  are  to  be  kept  as  much  as  possible  concentrated  at 
central  points,  where  they  can  be  cheaply  supplied  when  not  in  the 
field,  there  is  no  place  near  the  northern  frontier  so  suitable  as  Port 
Snelling.  Troops  can  have  their  winter  quarters  there,  and  when 
operations  become  necessary  can  be  thrown  forward  with  all  neces- 
sary supplies,  and  in  numbers  to  insure  the  best  moral  a^  well  as 
physical  eflect.  To  an  Indian  enemy  our  troops  should  never  bo 
shown  except  in  imposing  numbers.  If  this  policy  is  to  be  adopted, 
and  it  is  certainly  the  true  policy,  not  a  foot  of  the  site  of  Port 
Snelling  can  be  spared,  without  weakening  the  defence  of  the 
frontier. 

If,  however,  a  different  policy  is  to  prevail,  and  the  troops  are  to 
be  thrown  out  along  the  extreme  frontier,  separated  in  small  detach* 
ments,  then  a  quarter  section  of  land,  with  the  buildings,  and  the  con- 
trol  of  the.  ferries  on  the  public  lands,  will  be  sufficient  for  a  mere 
depot  of  supplies ;  but  the  persons  alluded  to  by  Mn  Rice  have  na 
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()ate  to  the  sale  of  the  site,  amounted,  as  far  as  can  be  now  ascertained, 
to  fifty-four  thousand  seven  hundred  and  one  dollars  and  fifteen  cents. 
The  expenditures  prior  to  1825  c^n  be  obtained  only  from  the 
treasury.  They  were  principally  for  tools,  glass,  nails,  iron,  and  other 
necessar)'^  articles  used  in  building. 

As  to  the  kind  and  extent  of  the  public  improvements  at  the  place, 
the  accompanying  paper  marked  A,  being  a  copy  of  a  report  from  the 
late  commanding  officer  of  the  troops  at  Fort  Snelling,  dated  the  28th 
of  August,  1856,  gives  the  best  information  available. 

There  are  no  letters  on  the  files  of  this  oflice,  from  officers,  before 
the  sale,  in  regard  to  its  propriety.  The  subject  of  the  sale  of  the 
site  was  several  times  discussed,  and  a  proposition  was  made  to  your 
predecessor  for  the  purchase  of  it,  which  was  sent  to  me  for  a  report. 
Paper  marked  B  is  a  copy  of  my  report. 

I  owe  you  an  apology  for  the  delay  in  making  this  report ;  but  em- 
ployed, as  I  have  been,  in  the  discharge  of  duties  which  could  not  be 
postponed,  and  the  necessity  of  examining  records  going  back  more 
than  thirty  years,  has  put  it  out  of  my  power  to  prepare  it  a  moment 
sooner. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

THOMAS  S.  JESUP, 

Quartermaster  OeneraL 

Hon.  John  B.  Floyd, 

Secretary  of  War,  Washington  City. 


(A.) 
government  mprovements  at  fort  snelling. 

Bepart  (/  the  capacity  and  condition  of  the  barracks,  quarters,  hospital^ 
starehcmses,  dc,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota  Territory,  made  to  the 
Quartermaster  Oeneral. 

Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota, 

August  23,  1856. 

CAPAcnr. 

1.  Barracks. — ^The  barracks  consist  of  two  blocks  of  one  story  stone 
buildings,  the  interior  arrangements  of  which  are  shown  by  the  ac* 
companying  plans.  No.  1,  A  and  B,  and  No.  2. 

Block  No.  1  was  intended  for  the  accommodation  of  two  companies, 
each  of  the  sets  into  which  it  is  divided  consisting  of  an  orderly-room 
and  three  squad-rooms  on  the  principal  floor,  and  a  mess-room  and 
kitchen  in  the  basement.  The  squad-rooms  measure  1,836  superficial 
feet,  and  with  the  orderly-room  (273  feet)  make  the  regulation  allow- 
ance of  fifty-six  men,  a  little  more  than  the  authorized  strength,  (fifty- 
two  rank  and  file,)  of  companies  at  the  time  this  block  was  rebuilt. 
Th^  mess-rooms  contain  612  and  the  kitchens  273  feet  each. 
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Sfof'k  No.  2  wm  intended  for  the  acci 
and  hits  nn  ordt  rly-room,  three  gqiiad 
kitcUeD  on  Uie  ^ame  floor*  Tlie  sqimd-rc 
feet,  and  with  the  orderly  TOom  (256)  n 
of  fifty *tbreo  men.  The  iflegs-room  ci 
9qiiad"rooniH,  and  the  kitchen  with  the  ( 

There  h  no  basement  tt>  thiH  huildinj 
lighted  or  ventilated,  or  upted  for  any  ] 
property  not  hable  to  injury  from  expoj 

2.  /fo«ptV<i/,— A  part  of  the  hospital  i 
cera  hh  tumrtors,  hut  the  remainder  m 
ordinary  wants  of  the  j;arriaon,  and  h 
tered  in  it  for  any  probable  emergency, 

3.  Offi*yjrH'  quaiiers. — The&e  ronisist 
buildings.  The  first,  ktiowii  as  the  <m 
eontainti  fonr  rooms  on  the  principal  floe 
in  the  baHement,  The  other  block 
single  mU  of  qmirters.  Each  single  m 
16  by  14  tbet,  and  one  back  rooni,  8  b; 
each  eet  in  the  Imsement.  The  double 
a  field  ofiicer'^  and  the  single  sets^  legs  t 

BeBides  the^e,  there  are  three  roomi 
now  nsed  aw  officers'  quartert^j  hut  thes< 
will  be  required  for  the  hoispital  if  an 
fcihould  prevail* 

4.  O0cers  and  laundrem-  gtmrters, — \ 
ing,  which  containw  eight  rooms  and  tw 
these  are  now  occupied  by  the  comma: 
and  the  quart ermaMter  and  the  commidj 
room,  one  n^  the  po8t  8chof»l,  and  the  ] 
ordnanco  sei-^^eaut  and  five  laundrej^ses, 

5*  Sforehofises, — The  quartermaster 
the  same  building,  and  are  entirely  insii 
of  thi^  post,     A  large  quantity  of  the 
fltored  in  tlic  block-houses  and  in  a  shei 
and  detLrrioratitm  from  exposure  to  th 
cently  received  m  now  stored  in  one  of  t 
it  must  he  removed  before  ttie  arrival 
shortly.    A  suitable  clotliing-room  is  ver 
for  it  must  be  made  aa  soon  as  possible* 
post  a  depot  to  any  greater  extent  than  i 
posts  on  this  frontier,  an  additional  etoi 

6,    StaMe^,    tmrkshoj}S.   dtc. — These  a 
wants  of  the  post,  but  they  will  not  be 
be  at  all  extundcd. 

COKDrTION. 

The  condition  of  the  public  huihiinga 
rejported,  and  the  summary  given  below 
pairs  and  improvements  contemplated  i 
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1.  Barracks — Uock  No.  1. — ^The  floors  of  the  squad  and  mess-rooms 
require  extensive  repairs,  and  those  of  the  kitchens  entire  removal ; 
the  stairways,  doors,  and  window  casings,  and  the  interior  woodwork 
generally,  require  slight  repairs.  A  large  portion  of  the  ceiling  and 
walls  require  replastering,  and  the  posts  supporting  the  piazzas  should 
be  renewed. 

Block  No.  2. — ^The  floors  of  all  the  rooms  require  considerable  re- 
pairs. The  doors  and  windows,  (including  sash  and  glass,)  should  be 
entirely  renewed.  The  posts  supporting  the  piazzas  should  also  be 
renewed. 

2.  HoapUal. — ^This  building  requires  general,  but  slight  repairs  of 
the  interior  woodwork  and  plaJstering,  Ac,  and  the  posts  supporting^ 
the  piazzas  should  be  renewed. 

3.  OffUxfr^  qvartera. — ^The  commanding  officer's  quarters  require 
extensive  repairs  of  the  interior  woodwork  of  the  basement,  renew- 
ing the  windows,  (sash  and  glass,)  repairijig  door  and  window  casings, 
and  painting  the  stonework  of  a  portion  of  the  exterior  walls. 

The  most  necessary  repairs  of  the  other  block  of  officers'  quarters 
have  already  been  made ;  but  some  additional  repairs  to  the  quarters 
and  some  improvements  of  the  outhouses  will  be  necessary  to  make 
them  comfortable  for  the  winter. 

The  buildings  into  which  it  is  proposed  to  quarter  the  assistant 
quartermaster  and  chaplain  will  require  extensive  repairs  of  the 
roof,  floors,  doors,  and  windows,  replastering  the  ceilings  and  walls, 
and  the  construction  of  the  necessary  outhouses  and  fences ;  but  the 
cost  of  these  repairs  and  improvements  will  probably  not  exceed  the 
expense  of  hiring  quarters  during  the  winter  for  those  officers,  while 
the  improvements  will  be  of  permanent  benefit. 

4.  Officers'  and  lawndresff  quarters. — ^The  rooms  in  this  building 
require  slight  repairs  for  the  interior  woodwork,  and  retiewal  of  some 
of  the  doors  and  windows. 

6.  Stc/rehouses. — Both  the  commissary  and  quartermaster  store- 
houses require  considerable  repairs,  and  it  is  important  that  a  proper 
and  secure  room  should  be  fitted  up  immediately  for  the  clothing  in 
the  possession  of  the  quartermaster  at  this  post.  The  block  houses, 
in  which  a  large  amount  of  the  public  property  is  now  stored,  will 
also  require  extensive  repairs. 

6.  Stables y  dc. — Will  require  occasional,  but  generally  slight  repairs 
of  the  floors,  stalls,  &c. 

ED.  R.  S.  CANBY, 
Maj(yr  lOtt  Iinfardry,  and  Brev.  Lieut.  Cd.  Commanding. 
R.  B.  Ayres, 

First  Lieutenant  3d  Artillery j  Act.  Asst.  Qr.  Mr. 
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I  also  enclose,  herewith,  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  I  addressed  to  Mr. 
Smith  on  the  21st  of  July  last,  on  the  same  subject. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  H.  C.  Burnett, 

Chairman  Special  Com.,  cfec.  House  of  Reps, 


Letter  of  Robert  Smith. 


St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  AprU  21,  1857. 
Dear  Sir  :  I  see  that,  by  the  late  acts  of  Congress,  you  are  author- 
ized to  sell  the  military  reserve  at  Port  Snelling.  I  am  desirous  of 
purchasing  a  portion,  or  all  of  this  reserve,  and  would  respectfully 
request  that  you  will  inform  me  in  what  manner  you  will  offer  the 
same  for  sale,  whether  at  public  auction,  in  tracts  of  80  or  160  acres, 
or  by  bids,  in  writing,  .for  liie  whole  tract.  The  property  is  very  de- 
sirable, and  there  are  many  persons  in  this  region  who  want  to  buy 
portions  of  the  land. 

Will  you  please  address  me,  in  reply,  at  Alton,  Illinois. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  SMITH. 
Hon.  John  B.  Floyd, 

Secretary  of  War. 


Letter  (f  the  Secretary  of  War. 


War  Department, 
Washinffton,  July  21,  1857. 

Dear  Sir  •  I  sincerely  regret  that,  in  consequence  of  the  press  of 
my  official  duties,  an  answer  to  yours  of  the  2d  instant  has  been  bo 
long  delayed.  This  regret  is  enhanced  because  of  a  declaration  in 
that  letter  to  the  effect  that  you  had  received  no  reply  to  a  communi- 
cation which  you  addressed  to  me  in  April  last  from  Minnesota  ;  thus 
giving  you  apparent  cause  to  suppose  that  there  was  an  indisposi- 
tion in  this  department  to  treat  you  with  the  courtesy  due  to  your 
position  as  a  gentleman,  and,  indeed,  due  to  all  who  think  proper  to 
apply  for  information  in  regard  to  public  matters. 

I  beg  to  assure  you  that  no  such  sentiment  has  influenced  my  con- 
duct in  the  premises,  and  that  if,  in  this  transaction,  there  has  been 
neglect,  it  was  purely  unintentional  and  accidental. 

The  letter  which  you  wrote  from  Minnesota  was  received,  and,  I 
am  assured,  was  answered  with  three  others  from  different  individuals 
on  the  same  subject.  That  you  did  not  receive  it  was  not  the 
fault  of  this  department.  In  it  you  were  informed  that  I  had  ap- 
pointed agents  to  sell  the  military  reserve  at  Fort  Snelling  under 


AmssmsL  41$ 

Letter  of  the  Hon.  H.  M.  Rioe. 

Washington,  A]^  24,  1856. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  enfold  a  proposition  for  the  purchase  of 
the  military  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling.  The  reservation  is  large, 
and  situated  as  it  is  in  the  midst  of  our  heavy  settlements,  is  a  very 
great  detriment  to  the  growth  of  the  country. 

I  enfold  Mr.  Steele's  letter  to  me,  and  will  express  the  wish  that 
the  honorable  Secretary  of  War  will  give  an  early  response. 

With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

HENRY  M.  RICE. 

Hon.  Jbfperson  Davis, 

Secretary  of  War. 

Proposition  of  Franklin  Steele. 

Washington  Cnr,  AprU  23,  1856. 

The  undersigned,  for  himself  and  others,  propose  to  pay,  and  here- 
by offer,  the  Honorable  Secretary  of  War  for  the  lands  included  in 
the  Port  Snelling  reservation  Jifteen  dollars  per  axyre. 

Said  purchase  to  include  all  improvements  on  said  reservation  ;  the 
United  States  to  have,  free  of  charge,  the  use  of  the  fort  and  all 

other  buildiftgs  belonging  to  the  government,  including — 

acres  of  land,  so  long  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  War  Department,  they 
shall  be  required  for  military  purposes ;  said  fort,  buildings,  improve- 
ments, and  land  so  reserved  to  be  under  the  full  and  entire  control  of 
the  department  during  said  term. 

The  reservation,  including  the  overflowed  lands,  amounting  to 
about /t;e  thousand  acres,  at  $15  per  acre,  will  amount  to  $75,000. 

The  undersigned,  for  himself  and  others,  also  propose  to  take  it  at 
the  above  estimate,  and  pay  therefor  the  sum  of  seventy-Jive  thousand 
dollars;  payment  for  the  whole  to  be  made  at  once,  if  the  proposition 
is  accepted. 

FRANKLIN  STEELE. 


Bqpily  of  Secretary  of  War. 

War  Department, 
Washington^  May  6,  1856. 

Sir  :  I  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  24th  ultimo,  enclosing  an 
offer  of  Mr.  Franklin  Steele  to  purchase  the  military  reservation  at 
Fort  Snelling,  at  fifteen  dollars  per  acre. 

In  reply  I  have  to  say  that  the  reservation  is  still  needed  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  and  Mr.  Steele's  offer  cannot,  therefore,  be  entertained. 
His  letter  to  you  is  herewith  returned. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JBFFN  DAVIS, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon  H.  M.  Rice,  House  of  Bepresentatives. 
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Expenditures  at  Fort  Sndling. 

Statmerd  of  expenditure  madehytJu^Qm 

at  the  post  (/ Fart  SneUing,  on  account  of  repairs  and  constrwim<f 
barracks,  dc,  viz: 

1852.— First  quarter 1215  62 

Second  quarter 206  47 

Third  quarter 215  62 

Fourth  quarter 229  00 

■  —        $866  71 

1853.— First  quarter 314  07 

Second  quarter 129  82 

Third  quarter 1,906  22 

Fourth  quarter 1,944  85 

^ 4,294  96 

1854.— First  quarter •  •  •  •       247  22 

Second  quarter 225  99 

Third  quarter 8  40 

Fourth  quarter • . . . .       137  93 

^ 619  54 

1855.— First  quarter 154  10 

Second  quarter 52  06 

Third  quarter 224  52 

Fourth  quarter 1,317  66 

^  1,748  34 

1856.— Third  quarter • 1,117  89 

Fourth  quarter 7,545  15  ^  ^  ^, 

8,723  04 

1857.— First  quarter 735  64 

Second  quarter 699  23 

^  . 1,434  87 

Total  in  five  years 17,687  46 


letter  (f  John  O.  Sherburne. 

Minneapolis,  M.  T., -42>rfl  20,  1857. 

Sir  :  Having  recently  learned,  through  friends  at  Washington,  tha 
the  reservation  at  Fort  Snelling,  M.  T.,  was  to  be  sold  under  and  b; 
virtue  of  an  act  of  Congress  passed  at  its  last  session,  and  being  de 
airous  of  becoming  a  purchaser  of  it,  should  the  same  be  offered  fo 
sale,  will  you  do  me  the  favor  to  inform  me  at  your  earliest  conv€ 
nience  as  to  the  manner  in  which  such  sale  will  be  conducted 
whether  at  public  or  private  sale,  and  when  and  where  proposals  o 
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• 
bids  will  be  received  by  the  department,  and  such  other  information 
as  will  enable  me  to  act  in  the  premises. 

I  am,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  G.  SHERBURNE. 
Hon.  John  B.  Floyd, 

Secretary  of  War^  Washington^  D.  C. 


Letter  of  Paul  Dillingham. 

Waterbury,  Vermont,  May  1,  1857. 

Sir  :  As  a  stranger  to  you,  permit  me  to  introduce  myself  as  Mr. 
Dillingham,  of  Vermont.  I  have  lived  here  from  infancy,  am  of  good 
standing  at  the  bar  in  this  State,  and  always  have  been,  and  am  yet^ 
a  sound,  reliable  democrat ;  and  though  I  never  asked  an  office  of 
the  general  government,  and  don't  mean  to  now,  yet  am  none  the 
worse  for  that.  I  possess  some  pecuniary  ability,  and  have  several 
relatives  and  acquaintances  in  Minnesota  Territory,  where  I  want  to 
remove  myself,  so  as  to  get  out  of  a  State  where  genuine  democracy 
ia  poorly  thought  of  by  the  great  colored  party  who  rule,  and  always 
will  here. 

I  notice  that,  by^the  legislation  of  the  past  winter,  the  Secretary  of 
War  is  authorized  to  sell  such  lands  and  forts  belonging  to  the  United 
States  as  are  not  longer  needed  by  them  ;  and  it  has  occurred  to  me 
that,  under  the  authority,  you  will  sell  Port  Snelling,  near  where  I 
would  like  to  locate  in  that  Territory.  When  I  say  Port  Snelling,  I 
mean  the  land  owned  by  the  government  in  connexion  with  the  fort. 

If  this  property  is  to  be  sold,  I  very  much  desire  to  purchase  the 
whole  or  a  part  of  it ;  and  may  I  not  ask  that  if  it  is  to  be  sold  you 
will  have  the  goodness  to  apprise  me  of  the  fact ;  also  of  the  mode  I 
can  adopt  to  make  a  definite  offer  ?  If  it  is  for  sale,  I  should  esteem 
it  a  favor — ^perhaps  it  is  my  right,  but  that  I  do  not  discuss  now — ^to 
be  so  informed,  that  I  may  have  a  chance  for  a  bargain,  and  think  I 
should  come  to  Washington  to  confer  personally  with  you. 

Let  me  add  another  word  as  to  myself.  I  was  a  member  of  the 
28th  and  29th  Congress  (I  think)  from  Vermont,  and  was  very  well 
acquainted  with  several  members  from  Virginia,  among  whom  were 
George  W.  Hopkins  and  Governor  McDowell.  Mr.  Cobb,  the  present 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Thompson,  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, will  remember  me  well ;  so,  I  believe,  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral;  so  of  any  and  all  the  United  States  officers  at  Vermont,  and  I 
believe,  on  being  referred  to,  will  any  or  all  vouch  for  me  as  a  maa 
standing  well  wherever  known. 

Do  you  want  to  know  why  I  am  anxious  to  get  a  good  foothold  ia 
the  west  ?  I  give  the  reason  in  few  words.  I  have  four  fine  boys, 
the  oldest  of  which  is  now  twenty  years,  the  youngest  eight  years, 
and  if  this  is  not  enough  I  will  speak  again. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

PAUL  DILLINGHAM. 

To  the  Sbcretaby  op  War. 
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are  warlike  and  numerous.  The  Yanktons  complain  of  a  road  being 
made  through  their  country  by  Mr.  Nobles,  and  also  that  the  whites 
are  settling  on  their  lands.  This  is  supposed  to  refer  principally  to 
the  lands  sold  by  the  Sissitons.  The  Yanktons  and  Chippewas  are 
enemies.  The  governor  of  Minnesota  is  anxious  that  a  treaty  be  made 
with  these  Indians  for  the  southern  part  of  their  country. 

Winmbagoes,  nnmher  about  2,100.  They  occupy,  as  a  reserve, 
eighteen  townships  of  land  on  the  Blue  Earth  river,  south  of  the  town 
of  Mankato.  They  are  building  houses  and  cultivating  the  land. 
They  are  perfectly  peaceable ;  but  if  disposed  to  be  hostile,  the  troops 
at  Fort  Ridgely  would  soon  be  in  their  country.  The  Winnebagoes 
are  perfectly  friendly  with  the  Soux,  but  are  in  enmity  with  the  Chip- 
pewas. The  country  between  them  and  the  Chippewas  is  now  too 
thickly  settled  with  whites  to  admit  of  either  nation  sending  out  war 
parties. 

Chippewas. — ^They  number  about  5,000,  and  are  located  on  about 
seven  reserves :  Gull  lake,  Leach  lake,  Red  lake,  Mille  Lac,  and  Sandy 
lake,  a  reserve  on  each,  and  one  or  two  on  Lake  Superior.  They  are 
enemies  both  of  the  Sioux  and-  Winnebagoes,  and  against  the  former 
send  out  war  parties.  Since  the  withdrawal  of  the  troops  from  Fort 
Ripley  they  are  said  to  have  assumed  a  more  defiant  tone  towards  the 
white  settlers  near  their  reserves.  The  town  of  Crow  Wing  is  near 
the  reserve  on  Gull  lake,  where  the  Indians  resort  in  numbers  to 
obtain  spirituous  liquors.  After  the  payment  of  their  annuity,  in  the 
early  part  of  the  month,  in  their  drunken  frolics  several  Indians  were 
killed,  and,  it  is  said,  one  white  man.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Breck  felt  com- 
pelled to  abandon  his  mission  at  Leach  lake,  in  consequence  of  the 
threats  of  the  Indians ;  and  the  Rev.  Mr.  Peet,  at  the  Gull  lake  mis- 
sion, fears  he  may  have  to  abandon  his  mission.  Already  some  cattle 
have  been  killed.  It  is  stated,  also,  that  depredations  have  been 
committed  upon  a  party  cutting  lumber.  Some  of  the  people  are 
excited  on  the  subject,  and  they  fear  difficulties  with  these  Indians. 

I  consider  that  Fort  Ripley  should  be  re-garrisoned  by,  at  least, 
one  company — preferably  dragoons ;  but  such  troops  cannot  be  sent 
to  this  post  this  winter.  Troops  at  Fort  Ripley  will  control  the  Chip- 
pewas and  quiet  the  fears  of  the  people.  ^ 

Fort  Ridgely  should  be  maintained  with  its  present  garrison  of  three 
companies.  When  mounted  companies  can  be  sent,  two  companies 
of  dragoons  should  replace  two  companies  of  infantry. 

A  military  post  is  required  on  Lake  Travers,  or,  if  building  mate- 
rials cannot  be  obtained,  on  Graham's  point,  on  the  Red  river.  This 
position  would  guard  the  passway  to  the  buffalo  range,  west  of  that 
river.  Colonel  Smith's  report  of  his  exploration  to  Pembina  will 
give  valuable  information  on  this  point.  There  is  no  necessity  what- 
ever, in  a  military  point  of  view,  in  the  establishment  of  a  military 
post,  above  this  point  on  the  Red  river. 

It  may  be  necessary,  next  year,  to  establish  a  post  on  the  Big  Sioux, 
at  the  junction  of  Red  Pipestone  creek,  where  timber  is  said  to  be 
abundant.  On  the  James  river,  west  of  that,  there  is  no  timber. 
The  post  would  have  to  be  supplied  from  the  Missouri.     The  whites 

H.  Rep.  Com.  351 27 


APPENDIX.  419 

ENDORSEMENT  OF  THE  SECBKTARY  OF  WAR. 

Endorsement  of  the  Secretary  of  War  on  the  foregoing: 

War  Department, 

August  29,  1857. 

This  report  is  sufficiently  clear  in  its  statement  of  facts  connected 
with  the  Indian  tribes.  The  dissertation  about  Fort  Snelling,  its  sale, 
and  the  importance  of  it  for  a  military  depot,  is  a  gratuitous  inter- 
meddling in  a  matter  already  disposed  of  by  competent  authority. 

Whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  a  ** military  man"  as  to  keeping 
up  a  military  post  in  the  heart  of  a  settled  country,  to  hold  Indians 
in  subjection  who  roam  through  the  forests  many  days'  journey  away 
from  it,  a  man  of  common  apprehension  would  conclude  that  the 
proper  place  for  forts  and  troops  was  amongst  the  Indians  to  be  held 
in  subjection.  When  the  United  States  army  are  set  to  **  cutting  and 
stacking  hay''  it  is  possible  a  still  more  eligible  point  may  be  selected 
for  the  purpose,  near  to  the  Indian  settlements,  where  the  troops 
would  need  those  supplies. 

When  this  department  is  required  to  report  to  subordinates  **  under 
what  circumstances  the  post  at  Fort  Snelling  was  sold,"  or  any  other 
act  was  done,  the  duty  shall  be  performed ;  but,  until  then,  a  **mili* 
taryman"  will  probably  understand  that  a  superior  in  authority  is 
not  to  be  called  on  for  an  explanation  of  any  order. 

J.  B.  FLOYD, 
Secretary  of  Wan 


Cost  of  maintaining  a  company  of  infantry. 

Quartermaster  General's  Office, 

Washington  City,  January  30,  1858. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  enclose,  herewith,  a  statement,  prepared 
by  your  direction,  showing  the  expense  of  maintaining  a  company  of 
infantry  at  each  of  the  several  posts  therein  named.  It  may  be  as 
well  to  mention  that  the  statement  shows  the  expense  of  a  company 
merely,  and  does  not  embrace  the  expenditures  of  the  Quartermaster's 
Department  at  the  post  at  which  it  may  be  stationed,  except  the 
wagon,  mules  and  forage. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant^ 

E.  S.  SIBLEY, 
Mtyar  and  Quartermaster. 
Hon.  John  B.  Floyd, 

Secretary  of  War^  Washington^  D.  (7. 
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FORT  RIDGELY. 

of  officers  and  enlisted  men $15,618  00 

istence  of  enlisted  men  and  the  transportation  of  the 

ne 5,518  80 

ling,  including  transportation 2, 734  37 

365  00 

V 60  48 

onery 20  72 

wagon,  six  mules  and  harness,  complete-  •  •  • 1,240  00 

ge  for  one  six-mule  team 1,081  92 

ices  of  a  teamster,  (extra  duty  man) 91  25 

26,730  54 

FORT  RANDALL. 

of  officers  and  enlisted  men $15,618  00 

istence  of  enlisted  qien  and  the  transportation  of  the 

ne 6,438  60 

ling,  including  transportation 2,760  67 

365  00 

V 60  48 

onery 20  72 

wagon,  six  mules  and  harness,  complete 1,250  00 

ge  for  one  six-mule  team 584  78 

Ices  of  a  teamster,  (extra  duty  man) 91  25 

27,189  50 

PORT  RIPLEY. 

of  officers  and  enlisted  men $15, 618  00 

istence  of  enlisted  men  and  the  transportation  of  the 

ne 5,518  80 

ling,  and  transportation  of  same 2,734  37 

1,095  00 

V 60  48 

onery 20  72 

wagon,  six  mules  and  harness,  complete 1,240  00 

ge  for  one  six-mule  team 575  40 

ices  of  teamster,  (extra  duty  man) 91  25 

26,954  02 

iTE. — ^An  additional  ration  is  allowed  to  e€U)h  officer  of  the  army 
very  five  years'  service. 


MINNEAPOLIS  AND  STILLWATER  DISTRICTS. 


STATEMENT 


,umber  of  acres ,  the  quantity  BcUd^  purchasers^  and  price  of  the  land 
aratedy  under  ad  approved  August  26^  1852^  /ram  the  late  Fort 
*Uing  reservation^  Minnesota. 
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sultation  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  you  may  deem  it  best 
to  'select  as  the  depository  of  the  purchase  money ;  that  the  money  to 
be  paid  down  has  oeen  specially  deposited  in  said  bank  to  the  credit 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States ;  and  where  the  amount  so 
deposited  completes  the  payment,  you  will  issue  a  final  certificate. 
In  cases  where  a  credit  is  granted  for  a  part  of  the  consideration  to 
be  paid,  and  good  security  is  given  therefor,  you  will  issue  the  cer- 
tificates so  as  to  correspond  with  the  facts.  It  is  not  expected  that 
any  money  will  be  paid  into  your  hands. 

For  the  convenience  of  the  Treasury  Department,  you  will  return 
to  the  bank  the  several  small  certificates  of  deposit,  and  receive  in 
lieu  thereof  a  large  certificate  in  duplicate,  covering  the  aggregate 
amount.  One  of  these  you  will  forthwith  transmit  by  mail  to  this 
department,  and  the  other  you  will  bring  with  you  on  your  return  to 
this  city. 

Should  any  emergency  arise  which  will  prevent  the  sale  of  the 
land  taking  place  at  Chicago,  without  prejudice  to  the  public  interest, 
you  are  authorized  to  adjourn  it  to  Detroit  or  to  the  city  of  New  York, 
as  you  may  deem  most  expedient  on  a  full  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  to  such  a  period  as  you  may  judge  to  be  most  advantageous 
to  the  government. 

You  will  keep  this  department  advised  of  your  proceedings,  and 
of  any  difficulties  you  may  encounter  after  your  arrival  at  Chicago. 

Nothing  can  be  allowed  you  for  your  services  beyond  your  salary 
as  solicitor  of  the  General  Land  Office,  but  your  actual  travelling  and 
other  necessary  expenses  while  engaged  in  this  business  will  be  paid 
on  your  certificate  of  honor  that  they  were  actually  and  necessarily 
incurred. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  R.  POINSETT. 

Matthew  Birchard,  Esq., 

Washington  City^  D.  C. 


Washington,  November  21,   1840. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit,  herewith,  a  report  of  my  pro- 
ceedings, under  your  instructions,  of  the  23d  of  April,  1839,  direct- 
ing a  sale  of  the  military  site  of  Fort  Dearborn. 

On  the  25th  day  of  May,  1839,  I  arrived  at  Chicago,  examined  the 
records  of  Cook  county,  and  ascertained  that  a  survey  and  plat  were 
necessary. 

The  city  and  county  surveyor  who,  by  a  law  of  Illinois,  could  alone 
execute  the  plat,  was  unable,  from  sickness,  to  undertake  the  field 
work  in  person,  therefore,  upon  his  recommendation,  Mr.  Prescott 
was  employed  as  his  deputy,  and  Captain  J.  B.  F.  Russell  was  en- 
gaged to  assist  him. 

Some  increase  of  expense  was  caused  by  employing  two  surveyors, 
but  as  my  time  was  limited,  and  the  ground  covered  with  buildings 
and  timber,  rendering  a  survey  difficult,  it  became  evident  that  any 
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five  feet^  or  as  near  that  as  the  shape  and  size  of  the  blocks  would 
permit  and  to  other  lots,  double  the  same  width  in  front. 

Previous  to  and  at  the  time  of  my  arrival  at  Chicago,  sundry  per- 
sons were  actively  engaged  in  attempts  to  create  such  a  state  of  public 
feeling  as  would  effectually  prevent  all  my  proceedings.  Numerous 
and  various  representations  and  efforts  were  resorted  to,  with  a  view 
of  accomplishing  this  object ;  happily,  they  had  no  influence  upon  a 
large  majority  of  the  people  of  Chicago,  who,  when  the  motive  became 
known,  ultimately  treated  their  conduct  according  to  its  merits. 

Among  the  means  used  to  deter  me  from  duty,  was  a  notice,  which 
was  served  by  a  deputy  sheriff,  informing  me  that  an  injunction  had 
been  granted  against  one  of  the  officers  of  the  army,  to  which  I  paid 
no  attention.  Not  being  a  party  to  the  suit  therein  mentioned,  and 
the  proceeding  being,  according  to  the  principles  of  the  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Wilcox  vs. 
McConnell,  as  applicable  to  me,  wholly  without  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
State  court. 

A  few  days  afterwards  I  was  notified  that  the  Hon.  Theophilus  W. 
Smith,  one  of  the  judges  of  the  supreme  court  oi  Illinois,  would  be 
applied  to  and  asked  to  grant  an  injunction  against  any  further  pro- 
ceedings on  my  part.  I  immediately  notified  Judge  Smith  of  my 
desire  and  readiness  to  resist  the  prayer  of  the  bill,  and  employed 
Messrs.  Butterfield  &  Collins,  who,  under  the  engagement  made  with 
the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  had  possession  of  the  evidence  neces- 
sary to  enable  me  to  make  a  successful  resistance. 

We  spent  more  than  a  day  in  preparing  for  a  hearing,  and  attended 
at  the  place  appointed  for  that  purpose,  on  the  two  different  days 
assigned  for  a  hearing  of  the  motion  ;  but  owing  to  sickness  in  his 
family,  or  other  cause,  the  judge  was  absent,  and  we  were  prevented 
from  being  heard  in  public,  which,  under  the  circumstances,  was  a 
subject  of  regret,  as  I  felt  confident  that  a  full  and  public  examination 
of  the  law  and  evidence  bearing  upon  the  case  would  have  proved 
salutary,  and  would  have  effectually  quieted  all  the  excitement  that 
had  been  produced  by  the  incorrect  reports  constantly  circulated  by 
misinformed,  interested,  or  evil-minded  men. 

The  application  was,  notwithstanding,  subsequently  made  at  the 
judge's  residence,  eight  miles  from  the  city,  late  on  the  Saturday 
previous  to  the  commencement  of  the  sale,  in  our  absence,  and  with- 
out our  knowledge  of  the  movement.  It  was  refused,  and  with  the 
refusal  terminated  the  hopes  of  a  successful  resistance,  and  much  of 
the  false  clamor  and  excitement  which  had  been  created. 

The  lots  were  offered  on  the  several  days  named  in  the  notices, 
copies  of  which  are  enclosed.  Transcript  B  is  a  register  of  the  high- 
est bids,  showing  those  accepted,  the  rejections,  the  forfeited  bids, 
and  the  sales  and  the  amount  of  receipts. 

I  was  assisted  in  opening  and  accepting  proposals  by  Mr.  Raymond, 
mayor  of  the  city ;  Mr.  Prescott,  one  of  the  aldermen,  and  Captain 
Leavenworth,  superintendent  of  public  works.  They  were  men  com- 
manding the  general  confidence  of  the  citizens,  and  of  strict  integrity. 
It  having  been  frequently  stated,  and  openly  charged  in  the  columns 


APPENDIX. 
CERTIFICATES— Continued. 


441 


Cert. 

Lots. 

Block. 

Price. 

Purchaser. 

69 

9 

7 

$303  00 

John  Oades. 

60 

31 

7 

476  00 

M.  Ayres. 

61 

10,11 

10 

616  00 

a  R  Cobb. 

62 

6 

11 

61  00 

J.  M.  Morrison. 

63 

6 

11 

61  00 

T.  Church,  jr. 

64 

7 

11 

61  00 

H.  8  Bond. 

66 

14 

10 

160  00 

P.  MelTiU. 

66 

8 

11 

66  00 

John  Wright. 

67 

1 

11 

103  00 

John  C.  Gibson. 

68 

12,13 

10 

302  00 

R  H.  Haddock. 

69 

23 

8 

606  00 

D.  TUjlor. 

70 

8 

8 

433  00 

Same. 

71 

10 

8 

461  00 

W.  Crafts. 

72 

6 

8 

•    477  00 

8  B.  Collins. 

r2,8,4 

11 

163  00 

Adam  Stewart 

10,   11, 

7 

1,301  00 

Same. 

73 

.     21,22, 
30 

1  26,27 

10 

446  00 

Same. 

74 

1,2 

8 

1,486  00 

John  Bowen. 

76 

21 

8 

466  00 

8.  Wlllard,  T.  Dyer,  and  J.  Wadsworth. 

76 

28 

10 

216  00 

J.  Wadsworth. 

77 

33 

10 

227  00 

Same. 

78 
79 

24,26 

10 

420  00 

J.  Tonng  Scannon. 

80 

81 

4 

8 

607  00 

F.  Moselj  and  J.  McCord. 

82 

1,2,3,4,6 

10 

1,734  00 

B.  T.  Haines. 

83 

31.32 

10 

413  00 

Same. 

84 

29,30 

10 

420  00 

a  N.  Dexter. 

86 

3 

8 

666  00 

8.  J  Lowe. 

86 

1 

7 

600  00 

N.  M.  Woodmflf. 

A7 

j      20 

8 

603  00 

Albei-t  G.  Hobble. 

Ol 

10 

306  00 

Same. 

88 

22 

8 

611  00 

P.  F.  W.  Peck. 

89 

9 

8 

460  00 

James  Gamer. 

90 

28 

8 

776  00 

F.  Walker. 

91 

13, 14, 16 

8 

1,969  00 

0.  H.  Thompson. 
B.  McDonnell. 

92 

6 

10 

331  00 

93 

6 

8 

606  00 

C.  McDonneU. 

94 

12 

8 

461  00 

J.  R.  Garin. 

96 

11 

8 

404  00 

P.  Strachn. 

96 

9 

10 

300  00 

J.  F.  Massey. 

97 

3 

13 

470  00 

C.  Beers. 

98 

4 

13 

470  00 

J.  K.  Botsford. 

99 

7  * 

7 

261  00 

T.  Dyer,  a  Wlllard,  and  J.  Wadsworth. 

100 

8 

7 

236  00 

Same. 

101 

9 

9 

603  00 

Same. 

102 

27 

9 

217  00 

Same. 

103 

28 

9 

217  00 

Same.       * 

104 

29 

9 

217  00 

Same. 

106 

14 

9 

486  00 

Same. 

106 

1 

14 

427  00 

Same. 

107 

2 

14 

403  00 

Same. 

108 

3 

14 

327  00 

Same. 

109 

6 

.    14 

267  00 

a  Willard. 

110 

7 

14 

307  00 

Same. 

111 

8 

14 

327  00 

Same. 

112 

9 

14 

307  00 

Same. 
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Cert. 

Lots. 

Block. 

Price. 

Purchaser. 

168 

6 

$306  00 

James  Gregg. 

169 

13,14 

778  00 

John.Moore. 

170 

19,  20,  21, 
22,23,24 

1,348  00 

N.  Richardson. 

171 

16, 17, 18 

718  00 

John  Frack  and  Charles  K.  Bingham. 

172 

5 

1,400  00 

L.  R.  Lyon  and  D.  8.  Howard. 

173 

€ 

1,600  00 

Same. 

174 

9 

160  00 

Same. 

176 

26 

300  00 

Same. 

176 

26 

260  00 

Same. 

177 

30,31 

496  00 

P.  P.  W.  Peck. 

178 

28 

250  00 

D.  S.  Howard  and  L.  B.  Lyon. 

179 

30 

326  00 

Same. 
Sa£e. 

180 

31 

326  00 

181 

34 

200  00 

Same. 

182 

36 

200  00 

Same. 

183 

184 

-..-.-„.. 

'      isi'oo" 

E.  S.  Prescott. 

185 

17,18 

462  00 

S.  Pitkin. 

186 

3,4 

326  00 

F.  C.  Sherman. 

187 

44 

162  00 

P.  F.  W.  Peck. 

188 

20,21 

394  00 

B.  M.  Wilson. 

189 

7 

1,609  00 

S.  F.  Smith. 

190 

24 

361  00 

Caleb  Ljon. 

191 

6 

166  00 

John  C.  Gibson. 

192 

27 

230  00 

D.  Brainard. 

193 

23 

630  00 

P.  Strachan. 

194 

3,4 

3,012  00 

A.  J.  UnderhUl. 

196 

19 

127  00 

J.  W.  Eldredge. 

196 

6 

301  00 

Chicago  Hydraulic  Company. 

106,042  00 

Total  proceeds  of  sale. 

Of  this  amount  $8,498  were  received  in  notes,  viz  : 

For  certificate  No.  6,  E.  B.  Hulbert,  endorsed  by  Chs. 

Walker $1,400  00 

For  certificate  No.  11,  Jas.  Turney  and  Isaac  Cook,  en- 
dorsed by  Jas.  Curtis  and  B.  Wilder 2,766  66 

For  certificate  No.   133,   Jno.   Calhoun,   endorsed  J.  B. 

Eddy  and  C.  Beers 200  00 

For  certificate  144,  Butterfield  k  Collins 1,326  00 

For  certificate  163,  H.  Norton,  endorsed  0-  H.  Thompson     2,805  34 

8,498  00 


These  notes,  ten  in  number,  (two  from  each  of  the  parties  above,) 
one-half  of  which  were  payable  12th  December,  1839,  the  others 
12th  June,  1840,  were  received  in  a  letter  from  M.  Bir chard,  of 
November  27,  1839,  (B.  406,  now  on  file,)  and  sent  to  W.  H.  Brown, 
cashier.  Branch  Bank  Illinois,  at  Chicago,  December  3,  1839,  (M.  B. 
21,   p.  227,)  who,  on  the  17th  June,  1840,  advises  of  certain  pay- 
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committee  appointed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  to  investigate 
the  facts  and  circumstances  connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military- 
reservation  at  Fort  Snelling,  **a  copy  of  the  order  issued  from  the 
Adjutant  GeneraFs  office  for  the  transfer  of  said  reservation  to  Frank- 
lin Steele/' 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 

Secretary  of  War, 
Hon.  H.  C.  Burnett, 

Chairman^  dtc.^  House  of  Repreaerdativea. 


Orders  for  transfer  of  Fort  SneHing. 
SPECIAL  ORDERS— No.  109. 

War  Department, 
Adjutant  GenerdCs  Office,  Washington,  July  31,  1857. 
I.  The  first  installment  of  the  purchase  money  of  Fort  Snelling 
having  been  paid  into  the  treasury,  the  military  reservation  and 
property  pertaining  thereto,  excepting  the  fort  and  other  buildings 
which  are  required  for  the  use  of  the  troops  at  the  post,  will  be  put 
in  the 'immediate  possession  of  Mr.  Franklin  Steele.     The  military 

post  will  be  maintained  until  further  orders. 

******* 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

S.   COOPER,  Adjutant  General. 

Adjutant  General's  Office,  March  10,  1858. 

Official  copy. 

S.   COOPER,  Adjutant  General. 


I. 

Letter  from  the  Secretary  qf  War. 

War  Department, 
Washington,  March  16,  1858. 
Sir  :  I  herewith  transmit  copies  of  all  the  papers  called  for  by  the 
resolution  adopted  by  your  committee  on  the  13th  ultimo  .which  are 
on  file  in  this  department. 

No  letter  has  been  received  from  Mr.  Reynolds,  of  Missouri, 
** making  inquiries  in  regard  to  the  Port  Snelling  property."  I  will 
state,  for  the  third  time,  to  the  committee,  the^t.  circular  letters  were 
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REPORT  OF  J.  a  MATQER. 

New  York,  July  6,  1857. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  to  the  instructions  contained  in  your  communi- 
cation of  the  26th  May  last,  appointing  me  agent  of  your  department, 
to  make  an  examination,  with  the  view  to  the  sale  of  the  military 
reserve  at  Fort  Ripley,  in  Minnesota  Territory,  I  have  the  honor  to 
report,  that  on  receipt  of  said  instructions,  I  proceeded  to  Minnesota 
Territory  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  examination  in  person  of  the 
premises,  and  of  obtaining  the  information  desired  by  the  depart- 
ment, with  a  view  to  its  sale  and  final  disposition. 

The  reserve  is  situated,  as  will  appear  by  reference  to  the  maps, 
plans,  Ac,  on  file  in  your  department,  about  one  hundred  and 
twenty-five  miles  northwest  from  St.  Anthony's  Falls,  on  the  Mis- 
sissippi river. 

The  exact  quantity  of  land  contained  in  it  I  was  unable  to  ascer- 
tain, though  I  made  application  to  the  surveyor  general  of  Minnesota, 
(who  has  but  recently  entered  upon  his  duties, )  and  then  proceeded 
to  Dubuque,  Iowa,  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  examination  at  the 
office  of  the  surveyor  general  of  Iowa,  but  was  unable  to  obtain  any 
definite  information  on  the  subject. 

It  seems  that  instructions  had  been  given  some  time  since  by  the 
latter  officer  to  a  person  in  the  employ  of  the  department  to  make  the 
necessary  surveys,  but  on  examination  of  his  report  it  was  found  so 
inacurate  and  unreliable  that  it  was  rejected,  and  since  that  time  no 
further  efibrt  has  been  made  to  secure  that  object.  There  is,  how- 
ever, on  file  at  Dubuque,  a  profile  and  plat  of  the  land  set  apart  by 
the  government  for  the  reserve,  which  indicates  that  the  reserve  is 
some  four  and  a  half  miles  in  width,  and  about  sixteen  miles  in 
length  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  and  on  the  west  side  of  the 
river,  where  the  fort  buildings  are  located,  there  are  about  six 
hundred  and  forty  acres  of  land. 

It  is  important,  of  course,  in  order  that  the  department  may  be  en- 
abled to  act  understandinglv  in  the  disposition  of  the  reserve,  that  an 
accurate  survey  be  made  of  it  at  an  early  day. 

I  am  instructed  by  you  to  ascertain  how  far  the  reserve  has  been 
made  valuable  by  government  improvements  ;  also,  whether  there  are 
any  actual  bona  fide  settlers  upon  it,  who  settled  there  with  the  ex- 
pectation— superinduced  by  the  action  of  the  government  agents — 
of  having  the  pre-emption  right  extended  to  them  ;  and  whether, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  they  should  be  allowed  to  purchase  not 
exceeding  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  each,  covering  their  improve- 
ments, at  the  government  price  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents 
per  acre. 

As  previously  stated,  the  reservation  is  mainly  situated  on  the  east 
side  of  the  river,  while  the  fort  is  located  on  the  west  side,  where 
there  is  not  to  exceed  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  land.  Had  the 
buildings  been  erected  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  they  could  have 
been  used  to  great  advantage  by  parties  purchasing  the  reserve  ;  but, 
situated  as  they  are,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river,  away  from  the 
public  travel,  and  upon  so  small  a  portion  of  the  reserve,  and  upon 
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lands  of  inferior  quality,  they  will,  of  course,  be  rendered  less  valuable 
to  the  purchaser  than  if  more  advantageously  located. 

The  buildings,  though  constructed  of  wood,  seem  to  be  well  built ; 
and,  in  the  sale  of  the  property,  their  value  should  not  be  overlooked. 
In  regard  to  the  application  of  parties  claiming  preremption  rights 
upon  the  reserve,  I  have  to  state  that  I  had  personal  interviews  with 
all  of  them,  and,  I  believe,  obtained  such  information  from  them,  and 
from  reliable  sources  elsewhere,  as  placed  me  in  full  possession  of  all 
the  material  facts  connected  with  their  claims.  It  is  proper,  in  this  • 
connexion,  to  state  that  niost  of  the  land  claimed  by  these  parties  at 
the  government  price  is  situated  at  the  extreme  northwest  portion  of 
the  reserve,  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  contiguous  to,  and  in  fact  a 
part  of,  the  Grow  Wing  settlement,  which  has  for  a  long  time  been  an 
Indian  trading  post  of  some  importance. 

The  parties  have  erected  buildings  (built  mainly  of  logs)  upon  their 
premises,  and  their  claims  extend  something  like  a  mile  and  a  half 
from,  and  including  a  portion  of  said  settlement,  along  the  banks  of 
the  Mississippi  river. 

Mr.  McDonald,  or  his  assignees,  claim  the  right  to  purchase  the 
premises  now  occupied  by  him  at  this  point  at  the  government  price, 
on  the  ground  of  having  occupied  it  for  some  twenty  years.  He 
claims  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres. 

Samuel  B.  Abbe  claims  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  adjoining  Mr. 
McDonald's.  These  premises  were  occupied  by  Antonio  Montmille 
for  some  time  previous  to  the  establishment  of  the  reserve,  and  by 
him  sold  to  Mr.  Abbe,  in  September,  1853.  Mrs.  McFarland,  the 
former  reputed  wife  of  Mr.  Montmille,  makes  a  claim  for  the  same 
premises,  but  I  am  satisfied,  from  an  examination  of  the  matter,  that 
all  the  rights  possessed  by  Mr.  Mpntmille  were  conveyed  to  Mr.  Abbe, 
and  that  Mrs.  McFarland  had  no  separate  rights  from  her  husband  to 
this  claim. 

Crittenden  and  Lynde  make  a  claim  for  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
at  this  point.  They  have  occupied  the  premises  now  claimed  since 
1847,  which  was  prior  to  its  appropriation  for  the  reserve. 

Mr.  Morrison  is  the  next  claimant  at  this  point ;  he  has  been  in 
possession  of  his  premises  for  about  twenty  years.  He  and  his 
assignees  ask  for  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  on  the  same  terms. 
These  parties,  having  all  remained  in  undisputed  possession  of  their 
premises  for  some  time  prior  to»their  appropriation  for  military  pur- 
poses, and  up  to  the  present  time,  though  their  claims  cover  by  far 
the  most  valuable  portion  of  the  reserve,  present  strong  equitable 
claims  to  the  consideration  of  your  department.  Indeed,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  government  ought  not  only  to  accede  to  their  very  reasonable 
demands  in  this  particular,  but  should  award  to  each  of  the  claimants  a 
pension  for  life,  for  having  consented  to  live  so  long  among  their  great 
enemies — the  Indians  and  the  musquitoes — away,  almost,  beyond  the 
bounds  of  civilized  life,  and  deprived  of  all  its  comforts  and  luxuries. 

For  some  six  years  past,  Mr.  C.  H.  Beaulin  has,  by  permission  of 
the  officer  in  charge,  cultivated  a  few  acres  of  land  on  the  reserve. 
He  thinks  himself  entitled  to  purchase  either  forty,  or  eighty  acres, 
of  the  government,  at  one  dollar  and  twenty -five  cents  per  acre. 
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Samuel  B.  Olmstead  also  occupies,  by  permission  of  the  government 
oflScers,  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres,  upon  which  he  has  erected  build- 
ings and  made  other  improvements.  He  thinks  himself  fully  entitled 
to  purchase  it  at  the  government  price.  His  premises  are  located  on 
the  east  side  of  the  river,  opposite  the  fort.  While  these  gentlemen 
do  not  present  as  strong  a  case  as  those  occcupying  land  before  the 
appropriation  was  made  for  military  purposes,  I  think  their  applica- 
tion should  be  granted. 

I  have  to  state  also,  that  on  the  premises  occupied  by  Mr.  McDon- 
ald, a  small  Catholic  church  has  been  erected,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Rev.  ^^Franpois  Pierz,''  with  a  graveyard  adjoining  it,  with  the 
approval,  as  I  am  informed,  by  the  officers  in  charge  of  the  fort.  I 
suggest  the  propriety  of  ceding  to  the  church  one  or  two  acres, 
including  the  church  and  graveyard.  To  do  more  than  this  would 
be  doing  injustice  to  the  owners  of  the  McDonald  claim.  Indeed, 
justice  to  all  parties  would  be  best  subserved  by  ceding  to  the  church 
more  land  at  some  other  point,  without  interfering  with  the  rights  of 
other  claimants. 

A  communication  on  the  subject,  addressed  to  me  by  the  Rev. 
'*Pran9ois  Pierz,''  is  herewith  enclosed. 

You  desire  me  also  to  express  my  views  as  to  the  best  mode  of 
disposing  of  the  property,  and  the  minimum  price  at  which  it  should 
be  sold.  I  am  of  the  opinion,  so  far  as  the  government  is  concerned, 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  little  importance  whether  it  is  sold  at  public  or 
private  sale  ;  for,  I  do  not  believe,  if  sold  at  auction,  it  would  bring" 
to  exceed  the  government  price  oif  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents- 
per  acre.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  there  is  a  vast  amount  of 
land  yet  to  be  surveyed  in  this  Territory,  and  to  come  into  market  at 
the  government  price,  equal,  if  not  superior,  to  this  land  for  farming 
purposes  ;  besides,  it  seems  to  be  the  invariable  rule,  so  far  as  I  could 
ascertain,  when  government  lands  are  put  up  at  auction,  that  combi- 
nations are  formed  by  purchasel^  to  prevent  any  sales  exceeding  that 
sum,  however  valuable  the  land,  or  advantageously  located. 

In  that  section  of  the  Territory,  especially,  there  is  a  vast  amount 
of  land  lying  in  an  uncultivated  and  unproductive  state.  The  gov- 
ernment would  iitct  wisely,  in  my  judgment,  should  it  dispose  of  this 
tract  of  land  to  persons  of  enterprise,  who  would  see  that  its  resources ^ 
were  developed,  and  who  would  be  enabled  to  ofier  inducements  to* 
actual  settlers  to  come  and  settle  upon  it  and  cultivate  the  soil. 

If  this  course  were  pursued,  there  is  no  reason  why  it  may  not  yet 
become  an  important  and  flourishing  portion  of  the  Territory, 

As  intimated  before,  while  I  would  fix  the  minimum  price  of  th^ 
land  at  the  government  price  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents,  the 
government  should  realize  from  the  improvements  from  five  to  ten 
thousand  dollars. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Ac, 

JOHN  C.  MATHER. 

Hon.  John  B.  Floyd, 

Secretary  of  War. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  351 ^29 
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Letter  of  CcUhdic  Missionary  at  Grow  Wing, 

Crow  Wing,  Juin  15,  1857. 

Honorable  Monsieur  :  Pardonez  moi  la  libertfe  que  je  m'ose  de 
V0U8  declarer  que  je  ne  suis  pas  consentant  avec  voire  declaration, 
que  je  ne  pouvois  point  avoir  droit  a  mon  claim  de  terre  personel 
dans  ma  mission  a  Crow  Wing,  que  la  loi  national  de  traite  avec  les 
sauvages  de  22  Fevrier,  1855,  me  donet,  parsque  selon  la  traite  de 
1837,  cette  terre  apertenait  encore  aux  sauvages,  jusque  au  bouchire 
de  Crow  Wing  river,  en  Mississippi  que  est  plus  bas  que  la  place  de 
ma  mission. 

J'esp6re  que  les  oflSciers  du  gouvernement  me  feront  la  justice  que 
je  demande  humilement  ce  qu'il  est  equitable,  de  me  livre  ce  claim, 
quej'auvois  un  soulagement  necessoir  dans  mon  age,  aprds  quej'ai 
travill^  depuis  20  ans,  avec  grand  fatigue,  pour  V  education  des  sauv- 
ages, sans  aucun  solair  personelle.  Que  j'ai  bien  civilise  plus  que 
3,000  payens  de  F  Ottawa  et  Otchipwe  nation,  comme  il  est  cognu  au 
gouvernement. 

Je  suis,  avec  grand  respect  et  reverence,  votre  serviteur, 

FRANCOIS  PIERZ, 

Catholic  Missionaire. 

John  C.  Emathea. 


[Translation.] 

Crow  Wing,  June  15,  1857. 

Honorable  Sir  :  Pardon  me  the  liberty  I  presume  to  take  in  declar- 
ing to  you  that  I  cannot  consent  to  your  declaration,  that  I  have  no 
right  to  my  personal  claim  to  the  land  appertaining  to  my  mission  at 
Crow  Wing,  which  the  national  law  of  the  treaty  with  the  Indians 
of  the  22d  February,  1855,  gave  to  me,  because,  according  to  the 
treaty  of  1837,  this  land  belonged  still  to  the  Indians,  as  far  as  the 
mouth  of  the  Crow  river,  which  empties  into  the  Mississippi  below 
the  place  of  my  mission. 

I  hope  that  the  oflScers  of  government  will  accord  me  the  justice 
which  I  humbly  suggest  is  equitable,  and  allow  me  my  claim,  that  I 
may  have  the  necessary  support  and  consolation  in  my  age,  after  hav- 
ing toiled  20  years  with  great  fatigue  for  the  education  of  the  Indians, 
without  any  personal  comfort  or  reward.  I  have  civilized  more  than 
3,000  pagans,  as  is  known  to  the  government. 

I  am,  with  great  respect  and  reverence,  your  servant, 

FRANCOIS  PIERZ, 

Catholic  Missionary,. 

John  C.  Mather. 
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Mather's  appointment  for  the  examination  of  the  Fort  Ripley  military 
reservation  was  made  ;  asking  answer  thereto,  especially  as  to  whether 
the  same  was  solicited  by  Mr.  Mather  and  others ;  and,  if  so,  what 
suggestions  or  recommendations  were  made  to  the  War  Department 
to  induce  the  appointment." 

In  reply  I  have  the  honor  to  say :  The  appointment  of  Mr.  Mather 
was  the  suggestion  of  no  one.  Having  known  him  for  some  time,  I 
neither  asked  nor  wished  for  recommendations  as  to  him. 

The  examination  of  the  reservation  at  Fort  Ripley  presented  an 
opportunity  to  give  him  a  slight  indication  of  my  regard  and  confi- 
dence. If  I  could  have  commanded  one  the  duties  of  which  had 
been  more  important  and  the  compensation  larger,  the  pleasure  of 
conferring  the  appointment  on  him  would  have  been  proportionately 
enhanced,  because  I  looked  upon  him  as  an  honest,  competent  man, 
and  my  friend. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  FLOYD, 

Secretary  <f  War, 

Hon.   H.    C.  BUBNBTT, 

Chairman  Special  Committee,  (tc,  House  of  RepreaefiitaJtives. 


St.  Louis,  Missouri,  March  31,  1858. 

Deab  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
letter  to  me  of  the  27th  instant,  on  behalf  of  the  committee  appointed 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  to  investigate  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  sale  of  the  military  reservation  at  Fort 
Snelling. 

I  have  no  objection  whatever  (and  I  cannot  suppose  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  has  any)  to  the  presentation  to  the  committee  of  the 
short  and  unimportant  correspondence  between  him  and  myself,  an 
entire  stranger  to  him,  in  relation  to  that  sale.  But  courtesy  to  him, 
both  personally  and  as  head  of  his  department,  would  advise  that,  in 
a  matter  in  which  I  have  no  controversy  with  him,  I  should  leave  it 
to  him  to  decide  whether  any  of  his  official  correspondence  should  be 
shown  to  those  not  parties  to  it.  Any  copies  I  could  send  to  the 
committee  would  also  be  only  secondary  evidence,  and  it  is  but 
respectful  to  the  Secretary  of  War  that,  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  I  should  be  guided  by  the  nile  of  law  which  excludes  such 
'  evidence  ;  for  the  correspondence  itself,  being  unquestionably  on  file 
at  the  War  Department  in  Washington,  will  be,  for  aught  that  ap- 
pears to  the  contrary,  entirely  accessible  to  the  committee  on  their 
requesting  to  see  it. 

I  feel  under  more  than  ordinary  obligations  to  observe  in  this  matter 
the  strictest  courtesy  towards  the  War  Department  and  its  head,  be- 
cause a  gentleman  of  this  city,  in  reluctant  obedience  to  his  strict 
sense  of  the  obligations  of  his  oath  as  a  witness  before  the  committee, 
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